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MONITUM. 


The  design  of  the  following  pages  is  to  unravel,  by 
means  of  an  historical  survey  of  the  ancient  belief 
concerning  the  Holy  Eucharist,  viewed  as  a  mys- 
tery, and  of  the  later  departures  from  it,  the  manifold 
confusions  which  have  grown  up  around  the  subject, 
more  especially  since  the  fatal  epoch  of  the  eleventh 
century.  Such  a  survey  would  seem  to  be  the  best  pre- 
paration for  entering  upon  the  consideration  of  the  Eng- 
lish, or  indeed  of  any  other  Communion  Office.  And 
as  various  questions,  for  which  the  only  solution  is  to 
be  found  in  such  an  investigation  as  is  here  attempted, 
have  acquired  unusual  prominence  at  the  present  day, 
the  writer  has  been  induced  to  put  forth  the  results 
of  his  inquiries  in  the  form  of  a  separate,  though  still, 
properly  speaking.  Introductory  Treatise;  not  without 
a  hope  that  various  misconceptions  will  be  cleared  up, 
and  agreement  on  fundamental  points  promoted,  by 
the  simple  appeal  which  is  here  made  to  the  facts  of 
Eucharistic  History. 

Isle  of  Cumbrae, 
Whitsuntide^  1857. 
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PEINCIPLES  OF  DIVINE  SERYICE. 

PART  II. 


INTRODUCTION. 

ON  THE  HOLY  EUCHARIST,  CONSIDERED  AS  A  MYSTERY. 


"  Wliat  thing  soever  I  command  you,  observe  to  do  it ;  thou  shalt  not 
add  thereto,  nor  diminish  from  it." 


I.  The  Ordinance  of  the  Holy  Eucharist,  or 
Holy  Communion,  is  admitted  by  all,  who  recognise 
in  any  degree  its  existence  and  obligation,  to  stand 
in  a  peculiar  relation  to  the  profoundest  Mystery  of 
the  Gospel,  the  Sacrifice  of  the  Death  of  Christ. 
Viewed  as  an  act  of  Service  towards  Almighty  God, 
it  is,  on  the  lowest  estimate  that  can  be  formed  of  it, 
an  ordained  and  solemn  Memorial  of  that  Event :  on 
a  higher  view,  it  is  much  more.  Considered,  again, 
as  a  provision  for  the  benefit  of  Man,  while  it  is  uni- 
versally acknowledged  as  the  occasion,  at  least,  if  not 
the  channel,  of  peculiar  Christian  blessing,  it  chal- 
lenges, according  to  a  loftier  conception  of  it,  an 
absolute  supremacy  of  Gift  and  Benediction  among 
the  ordinances  of  the  Gospel.  And  under  both  cha- 
racters, though  by  some,  in  these  later  days,  held  to 
be,  in  various  degrees,  devoid  of  supranatural  relations, 
it  was  confessedly  through  long  ages  of  the  Church, 
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niui  is  by  the  vast  iniijniity  of  tlie  Christian  world  at 
tliis  hour,  conceived  to  be  exceedingly  mysterious 
throughout  in  its  nature  and  operation  :  to  be  no  less, 
iuiieed,  than  the  highest  line  of  contact  and  region 
of  connningling  between  heaven  and  earth  known  to 
us,  or  provided  for  us ; — a  border-land  of  mystery, 
Nvhere,  by  gradations  baffling  sight  and  thought, 
the  material  truly  blends  with  the  spiritual,  and  the 
visible  shades  oft'  into  the  unseen ; — a  thing,  there- 
fore, which  of  all  events  or  gifts  in  this  world  most 
nearly  answers  to  the  higliest  aspirations  and  deepest 
yearnings  of  our  wonderfully  compounded  being;  — 
while  in  some  ages  and  climes  of  the  Church  it  has 
been  elevated  into  something  yet  more  awful  and 
mysterious. 

Such  an  Ordinance  as  this, — challenging  such  a  po- 
sition,— claiming,  and  known  to  claim,  such  powers, — 
could  never  fail  at  any  period  to  command  the  atten- 
tion, if  not  the  reverence,  of  thoughtful  humanity. 
Drawino;  towards  it  the  lono-inff  vision,  and  engjagingf, 
in  measure  or  excess,  the  faith  and  affections  of  some 
ages  and  minds  ;  awakening  the  jealous  scrutiny,  and 
experiencing  the  colder  construction,  or  the  eager 
opposition,  of  others ;  it  would  be  likely  to  give  rise, 
in  ann)le  measure,  to  the  recorded  feelings  and  judg- 
ments of  mankind  concerning  it. 

Nor,  accordingly,  have  successive  ages  of  the  Church 
been  wanting  in  abundant  records  of  this  kind.  The 
literature  of  the  Eucharist,  so  to  call  it,  possesses  all 
that  variety  and  extent  which  might  beforehand  have 
been  expected. 

To  speak  first,  however  briefly,  of  the  sacred 
Writers  of  the  New  Testament.  The  extent  to  which 
the   Holy  Eucharist,   no    less   than    the   other   great 
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Sacrament  of  the  Gospel,  is  spoken  of  or  referred  to 
by  them,  has  been  greatly  under-estimated.  The 
mention  or  recognition  of  it  is  by  no  means  confined 
to  the  fourfold  recital  of  its  Institution,  or  to  a  few 
well-known  passages.  Besides  many  incidental  allu- 
sions, it  is  the  subjacent  idea  which  gives  shaping  to 
large  tracts  of  Holy  Scri})tLire — for  example,  in  the 
Gospel  of  St.  John  ^,  and  in  his  First  Epistle,  as  well 
as  in  those  of  St.  Paul.  In  the  Acts  of  the  Apostles, 
the  celebration  of  the  Eucharist  appears  from  first  to 
last^  as  a  fixed  Christian  habit,  and  is  therefore  an 
ever-present  element  in  the  history :  though,  for  the 
very  reason  that  it  was  such  a  habit,  it  finds  but  in- 
frequent mention.  As  to  St.  Paul,  again,  it  is  much 
to  be  observed,  and  has  been  shewn  elsewhere'',  that 
when  he  would  build  up  the  loftiest  conception  either 
of  the  Christian  estate,  or  of  his  own  peculiar  office  as 
the  Apostle  of  the  Gentile  world,  it  is  still  the  Eu- 
charistic  idea  and  function  that  he  takes  for  his 
framework.  Lastly,  the  Revelation  of  St.  John  would 
seem  to  contain  undoubted  recognition*^,  on  a  large 
scale,  of  the  then  existing  Eucharistic  worship  of  the 
Church. 

In   the  Apostolic    and   post  -  Apostolic    Christian 

'  Viz.,  cUapters  xiii — xviii.  inclusive,  and  the  whole  of  chap.  vi. 
The  couuectiou  of  the  latter  with  the  Eucharist  is  recognised  in  all 
Liturgies.  See  also,  for  the  testimony  of  the  Fathers  to  that  con- 
nection, Johnson's  Unbloody  Sacrifice,  ch.  ii.  sect.  5 ;  Wilberforce  on 
the  Eucharist,  ch.  vi.  It  will  be  seen,  even  by  the  marginal  references 
ordinarily  given,  how  closely  the  First  Epistle  of  St.  John  is  connected 
with  the  above  specified  chapters  of  his  Gospel,  and  therefore  with  the 
Eucharist. 

''  Acts  11.40;  XX.  7.  This  latter  occasion  was  in  the  course  of 
St.  Paul's  last  journey  to  Jerusalem. 

<=  See  Part  I.  note  G,  pp.  411,  412. 

''  See  Williams  on  Rev.  ch.  iv.  and  viii.  pp.  05,  110.  For  an  in.slancc 
see  above,  Part  1.  ch.  i.  p.  08. 
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writings,  ngaiii,  from  Clemens"  and  Ignatius^  down- 
wards ; — in  the  notices  we  obtain  of  Christianity  from 
heathen  writers,  commencing  with  Pliny  ^  ; — no  ordi- 
nance or  habit  of  the  Church  emerges  earlier,  or  con- 
tinues more  constantly  in  view,  than  the  Eucharist 
and  Eucharistic  assemblies :  none  is  treated  with  the 
same  degree  of  reverential  mention,  or  of  yet  more 
significant  silence  or  occult  reference ;  none  more 
frecjucntly  or  more  largely,  notwithstanding  a  pro- 
fessed rule  of  reticence,  commented  on  and  expounded 
by  the  Church's  great  teachers.  In  those  ages,  the 
fuel  of  controverted  questions  on  this  particular  sub- 
ject was,  indeed,  as  we  shall  have  occasion  to  ob- 
serve presently,  happily  wanting.  But  such  was  the 
wiirmth,  on  the  other  hand,  of  Eucharistic  feeling  and 
devotion,  that,  however  pent  up  in  the  heart  of  the 
Church,  it  continually  found  vent  for  itself  in  the 
ijurning  utterance,  and  the  majestic  writings,  which 
such  a  theme  naturally  prompted.  The  artificial  bar- 
riers of  the  system  of  concealment  were  from  time  to 
time  overborne  :  and  glowing  torrents  of  thought, 
ricii  with  the  ore  of  Eucharistic  truth,  would  flow 
from  the  lips  of  some  Cyril  or  Ambrose,  some  Chryso- 
stom  or  Augustine  *".  Other  writers,  from  John  Da- 
nia>cene  in  the  East  to  Fulbert'  of  Chartres  in  the 
^\  est,  keep  up  the  succession  of  writers  on  the  Eucha- 

'  St.  Clem.  Rom.,  Ep.  i.  ad  Cor.,  cc.  40,  41. 

'  St.  Ignatius,  ad  Philad.,  c.  4;  ad  Smyrn.,  cc.  6—8. 

'  Plixi.  Ep.,  lib.  X.  9G. 

"  See  more  especially  St.  Cyril,  M^sLagog.  Catech.  V. ;  St.  Ambrose, 
De  Sacramentis ;  St.  Chrj-sostom,  Homil.  passim ;  St.  Augustine,  De 
Civit.  Dei,  lib.  x.,  and  passim. 

Fulberl,  Bishop  of  Chartres  (1007—1028),  the  tutor  of  Berenga- 
riua,  was  one  ol'  the  last,  and  not  the  least  able,  among  writers  on  the 
Eucharist  previous  to  the  breaking  out  of  controversy  in  the  eleventh 
century. 
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rist  for  a  thousand  years  from  the  time  of  its  in- 
stitution. 

And  if,  again,  from  those  more  peaceful  ages  of  the 
Church's  Eucharistic  history,  we  descend  to  others 
less  fortunate,'  in  which  Eucharistic  disputation  is 
rife; — when  the  tide  of  controversy,  ebbing  from  the 
regions  over  which  it  once  rolled,  and  leaving  them 
dry  land,  fixed  and  firm,  has  taken  another  direction, 
and  covers  spaces  heretofore  untouched  by  it ; — when 
the  old  questions  concerning  the  more  purely  theolo- 
gical articles  of  the  Creed  have  ceased  to  be  contested, 
and  others,  chiefly  those  concerning  the  ordinances 
committed  to  the  Church,  have  come  up  in  their 
stead  :  we  find  that  on  no  point  is  the  contest  more 
keen,  in  none  are  more  important  issues  held  to  be  at 
stake,  than  in  this  one  of  the  nature  of  the  Eucharist. 
It  furnished  an  element  of  exasperation,  as  well  as 
a  clear  note  of  difterence,  between  the  East  and  West, 
in  the  great  schism  of  the  eleventh  century^  :  it  con- 
tinued to  exercise  the  dialectical  subtlety  of  the  AVcst 
for  five  centuries  more ;  and  became,  in  an  ever-in- 
creasing degree,  the  centre  and  the  mainspring  of 
her  doctrinal  and  ritual  enactments.  In  the  sixteenth 
century,  the  standards  round  which  the  contending 
parties  in  the  great  controversy  of  the  West  severally 
rally,  are  found  to  be  in  fact  no  other  than  their 
several  conceptions  of  the  Eucharistic  mystery  \  And, 
alike  for  polemical  and  for  more  practical  purposes, 
works  dilating  upon  this  subject  have  never  ceased 

''  Sec  below,  sect.  vii. 

'  This  has  been  well  broufrht  out  of  late  by  Mr.  Hardwick,  in  his 
able  and  lucidly-urraiiged  voluinc  on  tlie  period  of  the  Kcfoniiation. 
Thus  he  observes,  (p.  213),  that  "the  question  of  the  Eucharist  was 
underlying  all  the  controversies  of  the  iieforniation  period."  See  also 
ibid.,  p.  ll)6,  &c. 
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tt)  tldw  forth  in  a  continuous  stream  down  to  the 
present  (h»y. 

Aihl  to  this,  tliiit  the  diversity  of  forms, — with 
liowever  remaiknhle  an  identity  of  general  outhne, 
and,  in  kind,  of  contents  also, — assumed  by  the  Eu- 
ciinristic  rite  in  various  Churches  and  ages  of  the 
woihl,  o\)vus  to  us  another  wide  and  somewhat  hitri- 
cate  lield  of  study.  The  Liturgies  of  the  Universal 
Church  are  in  themselves  a  literature.  And  the  in- 
vestigation, by  a  host  of  writers,  of  their  features  and 
history, — their  variations  at  successive  periods, — their 
correspondences  and  relationships, — has  from  the  ninth 
century™  downwards  formed  a  regular  branch  of  eccle- 
siastical science.  The  vast  text  of  the  Church's  Eu- 
charistic  Kitual  has  come  to  possess  a  yet  vaster  and 
more  voluminous  commentary. 

Thus  has  there  gathered  round  the  Holy  Eucharist 
an  immense  body  of  writings.  Divine  or  human, — 
devotional,  controversial,  or  ritual, — detailing  no  brief 
or  unimportant  chapter  of  the  religious  history  of 
mankind. 

II.  Let  us  next  observe  what  is  the  state  of  thinors 

o 

disclosed  to  us  by  these  various  writings  and  monu- 
ments, viewed  as  the  Church's  Eucharistic  records. 

"We  find,  then,  that  the  history  of  the  Church,  as 
far  as  concerns  the  Holy  Eucharist,  from  the  hour  of 
its  Institution  down  to  the  present  day,  falls  into  tw^o 
great  periods  of  widely  dissimilar  character.  For  the 
space  of  fully  a  thousand  "^  years,  we  behold,  not  with- 

"  Amalarius  (circ.  820)  may  be  reckoned  the  earliest  regular  com- 
mentator on  the  Ititual  of  the  Church.    (Libri  IV.  De  divinis  Officiis.) 

"  Tlie  earliest  date  that  can  be  named  for  the  emergence  of  contro- 
versy proper  on  this  subject,  is,  as  will  be  shewn  hereafter,  about 
1030—103.5,  (L'Arroque,  Hist,  of  the  Eucharist,  c.  17.)  The  precise 
distance  of  1,000  years  from  the  Institution  will  be  noticed.     Wickliife 
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out  astonishment,  the  spectacle  of  peace  and  unanimity 
prevailing  within  her  borders  as  to  this  Ordinance. 
While,  for  the  succeeding  period  of  eight  centuries 
more,  we  are  presented  with  a  no  less  uninterrupted 
scene  of  controversy  and  division  on  the  same  subject. 
The  Church  has  had,  speaking  broadly,  her  day  of 
Eucharistic  devotion  and  charity,  when  the  only  con- 
tention was  how  best  to  honour  and  use  so  high  and 
holy  an  Ordinance  :  and  her  day  of  Eucharistic  pole- 
mics and  division,  during  which  thought  and  writing 
upon  the  subject  of  the  Holy  Eucharist  have  mainly 
spent  themselves  in  maintaining  or  impugning  par- 
ticular views  as  to  its  abstract  character,  and  as  to 
the  essentials  for  its  valid  celebration. 

It  will  l>e  understood  that  we  are  not  now  entering 
into  the  question  whether  there  was,  or  was  not, 
during  the  former  of  these  periods,  any  departure, 
or  tendency  to  depart,  from  the  perfect  Apostolic 
standard  of  Eucharistic  doctrine  and  practice  in  all 
respects :  but  only  observing,  that,  as  yet,  on  this 
subject,  controversy"  was  not.  And  indeed,  the  fact 
of  its  abeyance  for  the  space  of  about  eight  centuries 
is  very  generally  admitted.  We  may,  however,  for 
reasons  to  be  alleged  presently,  safely  acquiesce  in  the 
view  of  those  who  extend,  by  two  centuries  more,  the 
duration  commonly  assigned  to  the  uncontroversial 
period. 

and  Bishop  Cosin  have  remarked  upon  it  (Hist,  of  Transubstantiation, 
chap,  vii.,  iuit.)  as  being  about  1,000  years,  referring  to  Rev.  xxii.  2, 
"But  at  last  the  thousand  years  bciut,'  expired,  and  Satan  loosed  out  of 
his  prison,  to  tlic  great  damage  of  Cliristiau  peaec  and  religion,"  &c. 

°  Dean  Milman  distinctly  recognises  this :  "  That  Presence  had  as 
yet"  (in  the  eleventh  century)  "been  uiiapproached  by  profane  or 
searching  controversy;  had  been  undefined  by  canon,  neiflicr  agitated 
before  councd  nor  determined  by  Pope."  Latin  Christianity,  vol.  iu. 
p.  21.     So  also  does  Jeremy  Taylor,  Ileal  Presence,  I.  2. 
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Neither,  ngnin,  is  any  question  here  made  of  the 
existence  of  much  earnestness  and  devotion  in  con- 
nection witli  tlic  Kucliarist,  alike  in  the  hves  and 
wrilings  of  Christians,  during  the  latter  of  these  two 
periods,  But  tlie  prevalence,  during  the  same  time, 
of  Eucharistic  controversy,  as  well  as  the  great  pro- 
minence and  even  preponderance  given  to  the  con- 
troversial element  in  the  treatment  of  Eucharistic 
subjects,  is  unhappily  too  notorious. 

Such  then  being  the  case,  it  is  natural  to  enquire 
bow  all  this  came  to  pass :  to  ask  what  were  the 
causes,  as  well  of  the  ancient  unanimity,  as  of  the 
modern  dissension  on  this  subject. 

Now  it  is  true  that  in  this,  as  in  all  other  events  in 
the  fortunes  of  the  Church,  we  must  discern  and  thank- 
fully acknowledge  the  overruling  of  the  Divine  Hand. 
For  thus  has  it  been  ordained  all  along,  and  not  in 
this  instance  only,  that,  though  divisions  must  needs 
come,  they  should  not  take  place  on  the  various  great 
points  of  Christian  belief  at  once,  but  in  succession. 
The  great  questions  about  the  Nature  of  the  Godhead 
and  the  Person  of  Christ  arose  not  simultaneously, 
but  each  one  as  the  other  was  laid  at  rest, — the 
Arian,  the  Sabellian,  the  Nestorian,  the  Eutychian,  the 
]\lon(>thelite.  And  just  so,  while  this  whole  class  of 
questions  was  under  debate,  was  there  another  class, 
scarcely  less  extensive  or  important,  the  discussion  of 
which  was  happily,  as  yet,  delayed.  And  as  in  the 
speculative  controversies  the  acknowledged  facts  of 
Eucharistic  doctrine  furnished,  as  is  well  know^p,  an 
important  and  valuable  standard  of  appeal :  so,  con- 

P  For  a  full  catena  of  passages  of  this  kind  in  ancient  writers,  see 
"  The  Doctrine  of  the  Heal  Presence,  in  Notes  on  a  Sermon,"  by  the 
Kcv.  E.  B.  Pusev,  D.D.,  note  G,  p.  75,  (Oxford,  1855). 
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versely,  in  the  Encharistic  controversies  of  later  times, 
those  great  theological  verities  have  been  always  ac- 
cepted as  established  axioms  on  either  side.  But  for 
this  provision,  it  might  well  have  been  that  the  human 
mind,  in  default  of  some  fixed  stay  in  each  of  these 
periods,  \vould  have  rushed  into  irretrievable  anarchy 
and  chaos. 

But  it  is  at  the  same  time  reasonable  that  we 
should  enquire  into  the  secondary  causes  of  the  phe- 
nomenon before  us.  The  question  unavoidably  sug- 
gests itself,  How  was  it,  humanly  speaking,  that  this 
controversy  w^as  delayed  so  long  ?  and  from  what 
cause,  after  so  long  a  delay,  did  it  at  last  break  out 
and  become  inveterate  ? 

Was,  on  the  one  hand,  the  Encharistic  belief  and 
practice,  in  which  those  earlier  ages  reposed,  on  the 
whole  right  and  true?  in  its  leading  features,  that 
is  to  say,  and  deducting  some  minor  irregularities  or 
corruptions,  —  excrescences'',  so  to  speak,  which  had 
grown  up  under  the  broad  shadow  of  the  Church's 
otherwise  sound  and  healthful  convictions  as  to  the 

*>  A  remarkable  uistance  of  what  is  meant  is  furnished  by  tlie 
comparatively  early  rise  of  the  practice  of  desiring  the  intercession 
of  the  departed,  of  which  there  is  no  trace  in  the  very  earliest  form 
of  the  Liturgies.  The  Sacramentary  called  St.  Leo's,  doubtless  be- 
longing (see  Muratori  De  Kcb.  Liturg.)  to  the  close  of  the  fifth  century, 
abounds  in  collects  of  this  kind.  But  they  occur  almost  exclusively  in 
the  comparatively  private  Services  for  the  days  of  saints  and  martyrs. 
Tiie  Sunday  and  high  Festival  Services  conlinue  almost  enlirely  free 
from  them  for  ages  after:  so  nuich  so,  that  our  llevisers  in  the  sixteenth 
century,  while  constrained  to  reject  or  alter,  almost  without  exception, 
the  collects  for  Saints'  days,  were  able  to  retain,  with  few  exceptions,  all 
those  for  Sundays  and  great  Festivals.  The  great  trunk  of  the  Euclia- 
ristic  Rite  wa.s  alL  along  sounder,  in  this  point,  than  the  branches. 
So,  again,  Apostolic  liabits  in  resptrt  of  frcr|ueney  of  rece])tion,  and  of 
reception  a.s  an  indispensable  feature  of  joining  in  tiu^  rite  at  all,  had, 
from  the  fifth  or  sixth  century  onwards,  been  gradually  departed  from. 
Sec  Ijclow,  seel.  iv. 
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main  question?  Was  the  peace  of  those  days  an 
inward  and  a  gcMinine,  as  well  as  an  outward  and 
netnal  i)eace  ; — the  repose  of  a  healthy  organism ; — 
the  harmonious  action  of  divinely-attempered  ele- 
ments essentially  pacific  in  their  relations,  and  not 
properly  provocative  of  controversy  ?  and  might,  ac- 
cordingly, this  uncontroversial  state  of  things,  but 
for  some  external  violence  done  to  the  frame  of  Eu- 
charistic  verity,  have  been  perpetuated  without  pre- 
judice to  the  interests  of  truth? 

Or  was  that  peace,  on  the  contrary,  a  deceitful 
calm  ; — the  mere  slumbering  of  elements  essentially 
antagonistic,  and  whose  ultimate  collision  was  in- 
evitable? Were  views  really  irreconcileable  enter- 
tained all  along  in  the  bosom  of  the  Church,  so  that 
men  in  those  days,  after  all,  only  agreed  to  differ  ? 
and  was  it  consequently  a  duty,  only  too  long  de- 
layed, to  have  raised  at  a  yet  earlier  period  the 
standard  of  reaction  against  unsoundness  of  teach- 
ing and  practice,  on  the  one  side  or  the  other? 

On  the  answer  to  this  question  the  whole  of  the 
modern  controversy  about  the  Eucharist  really  hinges. 
At  the  same  time  the  conditions  of  the  problem  are 
apt  to  be  somewhat  misconceived.  To  apprehend  it, 
and  the  data  for  its  solution,  correctly,  we  must  care- 
fully consider  it  in  its  whole  aspect  and  bearings.  To 
have  stated  it  aright  is,  as  in  similar  cases,  to  have 
more  than  half  answered  it. 

Now  in  the  first  place,  it  must,  I  think,  be  ad- 
mitted, that  the  fact  of  controversy,  on  a  subject  of 
this  nature,  having  been  so  long  unknown,  affords  a 
considerable  i)rcsumption  that,  but  for  serious  fault 
in  some  quarter  or  other,  it  need  never  have  arisen 
at  all.    The  presumption  is,  in  short,  that  the  Church, 
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not  in  the  very  earliest  times  merely  (which  no  one 
doubts),  but  almost  down  to  the  very  period  of  the 
rupture,  when  some  element  of  discord  v^^as  intro- 
duced, was,  on  the  whole,  as  to  the  main  question, 
in  possession  of  the  truth. 

For  let  it  be  considered  how  absolutely  unique  and 
without  parallel,  in  the  whole  history  of  the  Church, 
is  this  condition  of  things,  taking  it  in  all  its  cir- 
cumstances. That  corruption  on  single  and  subordi- 
nate points  of  faith  or  practice  should  grow  up  for 
a  considerable  time  unperceived  and  unprotested 
against,  is  only  too  much  in  accordance  with  our 
experience  of  human  nature.  But  that  the  whole 
Church,  on  such  a  subject  as  this,  should  have  been 
at  rest  so  long  ; — that  the  human  mind,  in  the  pre- 
sence of  so  great  and  so  confessed  a  mystery,  (for 
such  the  entire  Church  of  old  certainly  esteemed  it 
to  be),  and  about  which  such  solemn  and  profound 
language  is  used  both  in  Holy  Scripture,  and  in  the 
rituals  of  all  Churches,  should  have  continued  to 
manifest  no  outward  disagreement  respecting  it  for 
so  immense  a  period  ;  and  that  too  the  very  period 
in  which  the  yet  profounder  mysteries  of  the  God- 
head, and  of  the  Union  of  the  two  Natures  in  the 
One  Person  of  Christ,  were  canvassed  from  every  pos- 
sible point  of  view,  and  gave  rise  to  the  most  eager 
controversies  : — this  is  surely  a  most  remarkable  and 
unexampled  phenomenon,  and  almost  bespeaks,  as  its 
cause,  such  a  sober  and  conscious  possession  by  the 
Church  all  along  of  the  true  Eucharistic  doctrine, 
such  a  firm  and  steady  grasp  upon  the  entire  ex- 
tent of  the  Verity,  as  defied  the  operation  of  the 
ordinary  causes  of  difference  and  disputation. 

And    the   corresponding    presumption    as    to    the 
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sorond  or  controversial  period  of  the  Cluirch's  Eii- 
cluiristic  liistory,  is,  in  like  ni.iiiiier,  that  which  has 
been  above  snp:u;ostcd  :  namely,  that  some  element 
of  disorder,  and  that  of  no  ordinary  cliaracter,  but 
of  the  most  active  and  virulent  kind,  had  at  the 
exact  juncture  of  the  commencement  of  this  period, 
or  not  lone:  before,  insinuated  itself  into  the  hitherto 
sound  and  healthful  constitution  of  the  Church's  Eu- 
charistic  belief  and  practice.  More  especially,  that 
the  controversy,  so  long  delayed,  should,  when  once 
set  in  motion,  have  assumed  so  intense  and  so  leading 
a  character  as  it  did,  sweeping  into  the  area  of  its 
range  all  other  questions,  and  becoming,  hitherto  at 
least,  interminable;  so  that  what  before  had  been 
the  Church's  one  "  enclosed  garden,"  into  which  no 
strife  could  enter,  became  henceforth  her  battle-field  : 
— this  suggests,  to  say  the  least,  as  its  probable  cause, 
the  entering  in  of  some  subtle  agent,  inimical  to  the 
ancient  harmony  of  the  Church's  paradise  ;  some  new 
and  false  conception  properly  destructive  of  Eucha- 
ristic  truth,  and  therefore  of  Eucharistic  peace.  There 
must  have  been,  we  cannot  but  think,  "  a  loosing,"  as 
it  were,  "  to  deceive  all  nations,  and  to  gather  them 
together  to  battle,"  of  some  spirit  of  evil  heretofore 
"  bound  for  a  thousand  years,"  during  which  the 
"  priests  of  God  and  of  Christ,"  the  Christian  peo- 
ple of  God,  had  "  reigned  with  Him,"  serving  Hini 
with  one  accord'. 

III.  But  let  us  examine  what  degree  of  support 
these  general  presumptions  receive  from  history; — 
what  indications  there  are  of  this  being  the  true  ac- 
count both  of  the  old  harmony  and  the  later  discord 
within  the  Church  on  the  Eucharistic  subject. 

'  Rev.  XX.  2—8. 
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That  the  former  did  not  arise  from  any  indisposi- 
tion in  the  temper  of  those  times  to  speculate  on  mys- 
sterious  subjects,  or  from  any  lack  of  the  most  intense 
interest  in  this  particular  one,  we  have  already  seen. 
And  it  is  equally  certain  that  the  later  disputations 
did  not  originate,  as  some  have  supposed,  in  any 
peculiar  aversion  to  the  acceptance  of  mysteries  in 
general ;  since  the  far  profounder  ones  relating  to 
the  Godhead,  which  had  perplexed  the  earlier  ages, 
were  now  implicitly  accepted  by  all  parties  :  nor  yet 
in  indevotion  and  indifference  ;  the  contest  being  on 
both  sides  that  of  men  in  earnest,  and  deeply  anxious 
about  religious  truth. 

But  if  we  can  point,  on  the  other  hand,  to  certain 
elements  of  stability  inherent  in  the  subject  itself, 
though  not  peculiar  to  it ;  and  again,  to  certain  pro- 
tecting influences,  by  wliich  it  was  peculiarly,  and 
beyond  all  other  doctrines  belonging  to  the  same 
class  or  category  with  it,  shielded  of  old  time  from 
question  and  debate ;  and  lastly,  as  the  result  of  all 
these,  to  a  corresponding  mode  of  entertaining  and 
treating  Eucharistic  doctrine,  such  as  rendered  con- 
troversy all  but  an  impossibility,  so  long  as  that  mode 
was  persevered  in  : — we  shall  then  have  a  sufficient 
reason  to  render  of  the  ancient  abeyance  of  contro- 
versy. 

And  if  we  can,  on  the  other  hand,  at  the  period, 
and  in  the  particular  quarter  of  the  Church  in  which 
the  controversy  had  its  birth,  discern,  first,  a  gradual 
breaking  down  and  withdrawal  of  those  influences 
which  had  warded  it  off"  hitherto;  then  the  introduc- 
tion, and  (owing  to  the  removal  of  those  defences) 
the  ready  admission,  of  a  particular  conception  fatal 
to  tlie   balance   of  the   elements   of  stability   before- 
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mentioned  ;  and,  lastly,  as  the  conse(iiicnce  of  this, 
a  marked  nbandoiinieiit  of  the  earlier  and  controversy- 
exehiding  habit  of  mind  in  dealing  with  Eueharistic 
snhjeets  :  —  we  shall  then  have  a  no  less  adeqnate 
account  to  render  of  the  breaking  out  of  the  contro- 
versy, and  perhai)s  also  of  its  intense  and  couipre- 
hensive  character. 

And  if  this  be  accepted  as  a  true  account  of  the 
whole  matter,  it  will  go  far,  at  least,  to  suggest  the 
course  to  be  taken  by  the  Church  in  order  to  make 
an  end  of  controversy,  and  to  win  her  w^ay  back  to 
the  ancient  Eueharistic  harmony.  That  course  vv'ould 
clearly  be,  for  every  branch  of  the  Church  which  had 
thus  in  any  degree  departed  from  the  old  manner  of 
viewing  and  treating  the  Eueharistic  subject,  and  the 
old  habit  of  mind  respecting  it,  to  return  to  that 
manner  and  habit;  and  to  bring  over  the  doctrine, 
as  far  as  might  be  needed,  the  old  protecting  influ- 
ences under  which  it  had  so  long  reposed.  For  thus, 
though  thus  only,  could  it  be  reinstated,  throughout 
the  Church,  in  its  ancient  and  long  undisturbed  con- 
dition of  equilibrium,  and  consent  respecting  it  be 
once  more  restored. 

Let  us  see,  then,  how  far  we  can  discern  in  the 
circumstances  of  the  Eucharist  itself,  and  in  the  mode 
of  viewing  it  prevalent  during  the  two  periods  of  its 
history  respectively,  the  characteristics  of  which  I  have 
spoken. 

Now  it  is  to  be  observed,  that  in  almost  all  cases 
in  which  a  mysterious  truth  is  propounded  by  Al- 
mighty God  for  our  acceptance,  it  is  in  reality  to  a 
twofold  or  compound,  and  not  to  a  single  or  simple 
article  of  belief,  that  our  assent  is  required.  The 
peculiar  task   which  our  faculty  of  belief  is   set  in 
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such  cases,  is  no  other  than  this :  to  hold  in  conjunc- 
tion, simply  and  without  reserve,  some  two  divinely 
affirmed  matters  or  positions,  either  of  which  we 
should  probably  make  no  difficulty  of  accepting  by 
itself,  but  wdiose  compatihiliiy,  or  possible  co-existence, 
we  are  unable  to  perceive.  So  is  it  with  the  great 
cardinal  truth  of  the  Holy  Trinity :  of  the  Unity, 
that  is,  of  the  Godhead,  and  of  the  existence,  never- 
theless, in  that  Godhead,  of  Three  Persons.  Both 
truths  being  as  clearly  declared  in  Scripture,  as  they 
were  from  the  beginning  unhesitatingly  handed  down 
by  the  Church  ;  it  is  not  in  reconciling  them,  or  in 
proving  their  reconcileability, — a  task  beyond  the 
reach  of  human  faculties, — that  right  faith  cousists  : 
but  in  simply  believing  them  both,  leaving  to  God 
the  solution  of  the  difficulty  or  mystery.  So  is  it, 
again,  with  the  Union  of  the  Two  Natures  in  the 
One  Person  of  Christ;  with  the  co-existence  of 
God's  foreknowledge  and  our  free-will ;  with  that 
of  divine  inspiration  and  human  writing  ;  and  many 
like  mysteries. 

And  for  our  confirmation  and  encouragement  in 
holding  fast  to  a  Creed  involving  not  a  few  such 
paradoxes  as  these,  notwithstanding  the  cavils  which 
it  is  obvious  to  make  against  it  on  that  account,  we 
are  provided,  in  the  natural  scheme  of  things,  with 
])erfcct  or  sufficient  analogies.  The  union  of  the 
soul  with  the  body  ;  the  connection  between  life  and 
thought;  between  volition  and  mechanical  action  in 
the  aniuial  frame  ; — these  and  other  facts  of  the  same 
class,  occupying  the  mysterious  confines  of  matter 
and  spirit,  are  perhaps  as  inexplicable  by  us  as  the 
class  of  truths  just  described  ;  as  the  doctrine  of  the 
Trinity,  or   of  the  hypostatic  Union  :    since  we   can 
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give  no  arcount  whatever  of  the  manner  in  vvhicli 
the  co-existence  has  place,  or  how  it  can  have  place 
at  all,  in  the  one  case  any  more  than  in  the  other. 
The  only  {lifterence  is  that,  in  the  case  of  the  theo- 
logical verities,  the  two  great  terms  of  the  paradox 
or  mystery  in  each  case,  as  well  as  the  paradox  itself, 
are  completely  above  onr  apprehension.  Om-  inca- 
pacity to  reconcile  them,  or  conceive  the  mode  of 
their  co-existence,  is  in  both  cases  absolute.  And 
our  position,  as  believing  Christians,  is,  that  we  hold 
to  our  divinely-attested  Creed  on  these  mysterious 
points,  notwithstanding  our  inability  to  reconcile  the 
two  terms  of  the  mystery  in  each  case  :  just  as  we 
accept,  on  the  evidence  of  our  senses,  the  fact  of  cer- 
tain wonderful  co-existences  and  combinations  within 
and  around  us,  albeit  it  defies  our  penetration  to  dis- 
cern, or  even  conceive,  the  manner  of  them. 

It  follows  from  hence,  that  the  path  alike  of  duty 
and  of  safety  for  the  Church  and  her  teachers,  with 
reference  to  any  mystery  of  the  Faith,  is  to  enter- 
tain, with  frank  and  unsolicitous  confidence,  the  posi- 
tive apprehension  of  both  terms  or  members  of  that 
mystery.  So  long  as  this  is  honestly  and  equally 
done,  there  is  little  danger,  nay,  scarcely  a  possibility, 
of  departure  from  the  truth.  Every  mystery,  in  fact, 
considered  as  propounded  to  man,  possesses,  as  some 
compensation  for  the  difficulties  which  may  surround 
the  acceptance  of  it,  the  elements  of  its  own  stability. 
To  believe  it  with  perfect  and  unclouded  apprehen- 
sion of  it  as  a  whole,  is  indeed  denied  to  us  ;  but 
to  believe  equally  and  equably  concerning  it,  to  fix 
and  exercise  the  mind  and  heart  on  both  its  terms 
alike, — this  is  as  possible  for  us,  as  it  is  incumbent 
upon  us. 
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It  is  only  necessary  to  observe  further,  concerning 
the  apprehension  of  any  mystery,  that,  as  regards  the 
way  in  which  the  two  terms  or  sides  of  it  mutually 
affect  each  other,  all  we  know,  strictly  speaking,  is 
this  : — that,  while  neither  term  can  be  held  to  affect 
or  diminish  the  degree  in  which  the  other  is  true,  or 
in  other  words,  the  iruth  of  its  existence,  each  does 
nevertheless  of  necessity  affect,  in  a  negative  way,  the 
manner  in  which  the  other  exists  or  has  place. 

Thus,  while  the  Unity  of  the  Godhead  is,  as  a 
truth,  absolute  and  unqualified,  we  are  at  the  same 
time  assured  that  the  manner  in  which  That  One 
Godhead  exists  is  not  such  as  to  forbid  a  plurality 
of  Persons  in  It : — and  again,  the  real  Plurality  of 
Persons  is  not  such  as  to  militate  against  the  Unity 
of  the  Divine  Substance.  We  must  not  "  confound 
the  Persons,"  nor  "  divide  the  Substance."  So,  once 
more,  in  the  Person  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  the 
perfect  Godhead  exists  ;  yet  so,  as  to  the  manner 
of  Its  existence,  as  not  to  swallow  up,  notwithstand- 
ing Its  glory,  the  proper  Humanity;  —  the  perfect 
Humanity  exists,  yet  so  as  not  to  exclude,  notwith- 
standing its  weakness,  the  proper  Godhead'. 

Now  the  Holy  Eucharist,  by  the  very  terms  and 
circumstances  of  its  original  Institution,  is  a  mystery 
of  the  kind  here  spoken  of.  Our  blessed  Lord,  in 
instituting  it,  declared,  in  the  ])laiuest  and  most  un- 
qualified manner,  that  "  the  Bread,"  which  He  had 
just   "taken"    and  "  blessed  V'    (or  "given   thanks" 


•  "Bominus  noster  Jesus  Cliristus,  in  Unitate  uniiis  cjiisdomquo 
Pcrsoiiai,  ex  duabus  et  iu  duabus  subsluuliis,  diviiia  Kcilicct  ct  liii- 
niana,  subsistens,  et  niira  protnlil  ut  Dcus,  ct  iiillniia  susliimil,  iii 
Homo." — Fulbcrt.  Carnot.  Ep.  i. 

'  St.  Matt.  Xxvi.  2G;  St.  Mark  xiv.  22.     (Coinp.  1  Cur.  x.  10.) 

C 


18  TIIK  IMUNCIPLES  OF  DIVINK  SERVICE,      [sect.  III. 

over",)  and  "  broken,"  was  "  His  Body,"  Which  was 
then  being  "  broken,"  or  "  given"  to  God  the  Fatlier 
in  sacrifice  ^  :  and  that  "  the  Cnp"  over  which  He  had 
"  given  thanks-,"  was  "  Ilis  Blood  of  (or  under)  the 
New  Covenant,"  Which  was  tlien  being  "  shcd^."  As 
such,  the  disciples  were  bidden  to  "take,  eat,  and 
drink"  them.  And  this  action,  with  the  like  effects 
guaranteed  to  it,  was  to  be  repeated  until  His  Second 
Coming. 

How  these  things  conld  be  as  He  declared  them  to 
be,  is  inconceivable  by  us.  The  Ordinance  is  herein  an 
absolute  mystery.  It  involves  a  paradox  or  apparent 
contradiction  ;  a  seeming  incompatibility  of  terms  : 
in  short,  a  mystery,  whatever  the  exact  nature  or 
limits  of  that  mystery  may  be  held  to  be. 

Accordingly,  those  who  have  most  earnestly  sought 
to  deprive  it  of  all  proper  paradox  and  mystery,  by 
the  ejection  and  elimination  of  either  of  its  terms  or 
members,  have  failed  in  the  attempt.  Such  as,  on 
the  one  hand,  would  fain  ignore  the  visible  and  earthly 
side  of  it,  are  met  by  the  insuperable  difficulty  that 
the  outward  aspect  and  other  natural  circumstances 
of  the   Eucharistic  elements   remain   confessedly  or 

"  St.  Luke  xxii.  19  ;  1  Cor.  xi.  23,  24. 

'  1  Cor.  xi.  24 ;  St.  Luke  xxii.  19.  (Comp.  1  Cor.  x.  16.)  This  is  un- 
doubtedly the  force  of  the  participles  KAdfuvov,  SiZ6fj.evov,  iKxwSfnuoy. 
They  describe  a  process  then,  ui  some  true  sense,  going  forward.  See 
Green's  Grammar  of  the  Kew  Testament.  As  an  illustration  of  the 
term  "  given"  m  the  sense  of  "  offered  to  God  in  sacrifice,"  compare 
Levit.  vii.,  where  it  is  said  ot  the  freewill-offermg  (consisting  partly  of 
skin  victims,  partly  of  bread,  &c.),  "  he  shall  ojer  for  his  gifts  (5ipo) 
leavened  bread,  &c.  ...  and  the  flesh  shall  be  eaten  in  the  same  day  that 
it  is  fficen  {SwpfTrai);'  vers.  13,  15.  Comp.  Micah  vi.  7;  Gal.  i.  4; 
Eph.  V.  2;  Tit  ii.  13,  14;  St.  John  vi.  51.  See,  on  this  whole  sub- 
ject, below.  Part  II.  ch.  i. 

J  St.  Matt.  xxvi.  27,  28  ;  St.  Mark  xiv.  23,  24.     See  note  x. 
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demonstrably  unaltered ''.  Those,  on  the  other  hand, 
M'ho  would  disallow  the  invisible  and  supranatural 
element  in  the  Eucharist,  have  been  unable  to  give 
any  reasonable  or  tolerable  account  whatever  of  the 
tremendous,  and  yet  clear  and  precise  language,  uni- 
formly employed  by  our  Lord  and  His  Apostles  when 
speaking  of  it.  They  are  constrained  to  represent 
that  the  proper  and  ordinary  sense  of  words  is  to  be 
held  to  have  been  absolutely  suspended  and  done  away 
with  in  all  such  passages  of  Holy  Scripture : — that 
there  is  absolutely  no  intelligible  relation,  much  less 
any  proportion,  in  such  passages,  between  the  terms 
used  and  the  things  signified.  It  is  impossible  to 
characterize  in  any  other  language  the  view  which 
would  understand  the  passages  alluded  to  *  as  point- 
ing to  nothing  more  than  the  inward  operation  of 
the  heart  of  man,  acting  under  special  influences  of 
the  Holy  Spirit. 

Thus  has  it  been  found  too  severe  a  task  for  the 
utmost  stretch  of  the  combined  zeal  and  ingenuity  of 
man,  to  evacuate  the  Holy  Eucharist  of  all  paradox 
and  mystery.  Something  still  remains  in  it  to  be 
accounted  for;  something  which  it  baffles  human 
powers  perfectly  to  reconcile  and  clear  up.     The  ma- 

*  The  Council  of  Trent  itself  ullows  not  only  that  the  "  accidents"  of 
colour,  taste,  smell,  and  touch  rcniain  (Catcch.  Trident.  II.  24.)  to  the 
Eueharistic  elements  after  consecration ;  but  also  that  their  power  of 
nourisliing  the  body  (and  therefore,  in  fact,  their  substance)  remains 
likewise.     (Ibid.  c.  38.) 

•  Such  as,  "  Tliis  is  My  Body,  which  is  being  given  for  you  :  This  is 
My  Blood,  which  is  being  shod  for  you."  "  Except  yc  eat  the  Flesh  of 
the  Sun  of  Man,  and  drink  His  Blood,  y_e  have  no  life  in  you."  "The. 
bread  which  we  break  is  the  participaticni  of  the  Body :  the  cup  which 
we  bless,  of  the  Blood  of  Christ."  "  Whoso  eateth  of  this  Bread  and 
drinkcth  of  this  Cup  unworthily,  is  guiKy  of  the  Body  and  Blood  of 
Christ." 

c  2 
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terial  elements  on  the  one  side,  the  langnage  of  our 
Lord  and  His  Apostles  on  the  other,  are  found  to 
opjiose  an  invincible  inij)('dinicnt  to  all  attempts  at 
resolving  its  compound  being  into  a  single  one  ;  at 
annihilating  either  its  natural  or  its  supranatural  com- 
ponent. It  remains  a  divinely-stated  paradox,  abso- 
lutely irreconcileable  by  man  ;  a  mystery  utterly  beyond 
his  power  to  clear  up  :  and  such  it  nmst  ever  be. 

The  Eucharist,  then,  being  thus  by  universal,  how- 
ever in  some  cases  reluctant  admission,  a  mystery, 
does  not  stand  alone,  but  belongs  to  a  class.  The 
difficulties,  which  may  attach  to  the  apprehension  and 
acceptance  of  it,  are  not,  in  kind,  peculiar  to  it.  Con- 
sidered as  a  mystery,  all  thit,  in  strictness  of  speech, 
it  demands,  in  order  to  its  being  fully  and  safely  held, 
is  that  frank  and  unquestioning  acceptance  of  it  in 
both  its  terms,  or  on  both  sides  of  it,  which  has  been 
above  spoken  of  as  being  demanded  in  the  case  of 
any  mystery.  To  accept  and  affirm,  with  undoubted 
faith,  that  which  Christ  Himself  has  assured  us  of, 
namely,  that  the  consecrated  Elements  are  His  offered 
Body  and  Blood,  to  be  partaken  of,  as  such,  by  us ; 
and  to  hold  no  less  that  which  He  gave  us  no  reason 
to  doubt  of, — which  St.  Paul  expressly  affirms  %  and 
our  senses  convince  us  of,  namely,  that  they  are 
Bread  and  Wine : — this,  surely,  by  the  analogy  of  all 
other  mysteries,  must  be  the  path  at  once  of  duty  and 
of  safety,  of  obedience  and  truth. 

Nor  does  that  analogy,  be  it  remembered  ^  less 
clearly  and  certainly  evince,  that  while  the  proper 
existence  of  both  terms  of  the  Eucharistic  mystery  i$ 

•  1  Cor.  X.  16;  xi.  26.     "The  cnp  -wkich  we  bless,  the  bread  which 
we  break."     "  As  often  as  ye  eat  this  bread  aud  diiuk  this  cujp." 
^  See  above,  p.  17. 
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to  be  thus  unhesitatingly  maintained,  the  manner  in 
which  each  exists  or  has  place  is  necessarily  affected, 
negatively,  by  the  fact  of  the  existence  of  the  other. 

The  existence  of  the  elements  in  their  proper  nature, 
after  consecration,  is  absolute  and  unqualified ;  but 
the  manner  of  that  existence  is  not  such  (this  is  all 
we  know  about  it,  but  this  we  do  know,)  as  to  exclude 
the  other  term  of  the  mystery  :  it  is  elevated,  and 
therefore  changed",  from  that  which  they  naturally 
have,  by  the  fact  of  their  being  also  the  Body  and 
Blood  of  Christ.  They  are  still  Bread  and  Wine,  but 
not  mere  ordinary"^  Bread  and  Wine ;  not  bread  and 
wine  in  their  merely  natural  condition. 

The  existence  of  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ 
is,  in  like  sort,  absolute  and  unqualified ;  but  the 
manner  in  which  They  exist  and  are  present  is  not 
such  as  to  exclude  the  other  side  of  the  mystery  : 
it  is  affected  and  changed  from  the  manner  of  exist- 
ence which  They  naturally  have,  by  the  fact  that  the 
elements  cease  not  to  be  Bread  and  AYine.  They  are 
the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ,  but  not  the  Body  and 
Blood  of  Christ  under  Their  merely  natural  or  physical 
conditions  and  mode  of  existence.  Whether  the  mode 
of  existence  of  the  Body  and  Blood  is  elevated,  or  by 
a  condescension  lowered,  we  cannot  say.  But  that  it 
is  not  the  same  as,  but  is  changed  from,  that  in  which 
They  were  manifested  on  earth,  is  certain ;  since  we 
no   longer  either   sec  or  handle  Them.     They  exist 

•■  "Nor  do  we  deny  that  the  olcmcnts  arc  cliaiijred  by  llio  benedic- 
tion, so  that  tlic  consecrated  bread  is  not  that  wliich  nature  has  formed, 
but  that  which  benediction  has  consecrated,  and  even  changed  by  con 
seeration."     Andrewes,  Apolog.  ad  Bellarm.,  Oxf.  ed.,  p.  203. 

^  "  For  we  do  not  receive  these  things  as  common  bread  and  com- 
mon drink,  but  .  .  .  tlie  food  over  which  thanksgiving  lias  been  niiide 
is  the  Fiesli  and  Blood  of  Jesus."     Justin  Martyr,  Apol.  i.  GG. 
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ill  or  throuj:;h  a  new  medium,  or  under  a  veil". 
The  nmnner  of  Their  existence  and  manifestation  on 
earth  was  visible  and  palj)al)le,  as  the  subjects  of  sight 
and  touch  ;  the  manner  of  it  in  the  Eucharist  is  under 
a  veil,  impalpable  and  invisible. 

Of  the  nature  or  manner,  positive/?/,  of  this  mani- 
festation, we  know  nothing.  We  say,  indeed,  that  it 
is  after  a  heavenly  or  a  spiritual  manner :  yet  not  as 
undertaking  to  explain  ^  the  mode  of  existence ;  but 
only  employing  terms  used  from  the  beginning,  to  sig- 
nify that  it  is  after  an  unearthly  law  of  being,  and  in 
order  to  high  moral  and  spiritual  effects,  that  the  Pre- 
sence of  the  Body  and  Blood  has  place.  Neither  yet 
do  we  use  this  language  as  desirous  of  explaining 
away  the  simple  reality  of  that  Presence,  but  only  as 
excluding  the  mere  ordinary  and  physical  manner 
of  it. 

Nor  are  we  ^A'ithout  assurance,  at  the  same  time, 
both  of  the  possibility  and  probability  of  that  which 
we  thus  in  simple  faith  accept.     For  we  are  assured, 

•  Compare  Ratramnus :  "  Under  the  veil  of  the  corporeal  or  sub- 
stantial bread  and  ■\\ine,  the  spiritual"  (i.  e.  mystic  or  mysteriously 
exhibited,  as  he  elsewhere  explains  himself,)  "Body  and  Blood  of 
Christ  exist."  De  Corp.  et  Sang.  Domini,  c.  x\d.  Elsewhere  he  speaks 
of  "obumbratio  quaidam,"  through  which  the  "heavenly"  and  "di- 
vine," or  divinely-existing,  Body  of  Christ  is  discerned  by  the  faith- 
ful soul,  cc.  vii.,  ix. 

'  Comp.  Jer.  Taylor,  Real  Presence,  I.  2 :  "  The  word  '  spiritual'  is 
so  general  a  term,  .  ,  .  that  we  are,  in  this  specific  term,  very  far  from 
limiting  the  article  [i.  e.  the  thing  meant]  to  a  minute  aud  special 
manner.  Our  word  of  '  spiritual  presence'  is  particular  in  notliiug,  but 
that  it  exdudei  the  corporal  and  natural  manner.  We  say  it  is  not 
this,  but  is  to  be  understood,  not  naturally,  but  to  the  purposes  and 
in  the  manner  of  the   Spirit   and  spiritual  things:  which  how  they 

operate  or  are  effected  we  know  not Christ  [the  Body  and  Blood 

of  Christ]  is  present  spiritually,  that  is,  by  [and  in  order  to]  effect 
aud  blessing  [spiritual]." 
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first,  that  the  human  body  is  capable  of  other  modes 
of  existence  than  its  ordinary  and  natural  one,  without 
ceasing  to  be  the  same  body :  St.  Paul  insisting  very 
earnestly^  that  other  bodies  have  this  capacity;  and 
that  the  human  body,  in  particubir,  will  hereafter  ex- 
change its  natural  mode  of  existence  for  one  which 
he  calls  spiritual. 

And  again,  we  know  by  undoubted  testimony  that 
the  Body  of  Christ,  especially,  is  capable  of  more  than 
one  manner  of  Presence  ;  of  other  modes  of  Mani- 
festation over  and  above  that  which  is  common  to  It 
with  other  human  bodies.  The  fact  that,  though 
Human,  It  is  nevertheless  the  Body  of  a  Divine  Per- 
son ^  might  even  lead  us  to  expect^  that  It  would 
possess  such  peculiar  capacity.  And  accordingly,  after 
His  Resurrection  He  appeared  not  always  in  His 
proper  Form,  but  in  some  others'';  so  that,  though 
present  in  the  Body,  He  was  sometimes  not  seen  to 
be  so  ;  at  t)thers,  though  seen,  not  recognised :  and 
this  by  reason  of  a  change  in  the  mode  of  manifesta- 
tion of  His  One  Body. 

But  further,  there  is  a  manner  of  Presence  of  His 
Body,  with  which,  as  Christians,  we  are  more  espe- 
cially familiar,  and  which,  however  mysterious,  we 
make  no  difficulty  of  accepting  as  a  truth.  The 
Church  is  affirmed  in  Holy  Scripture'  to  be  in  such 
very  deed  "  the  Body  of  Christ,"  that  nothing  can  ex- 

'  1  Cor.  XV.  37—44. 

■*  St.  Ambrose,  in  speaking  of  the  sacramental  mode  of  Presence 
"  Corpus  Cliristi  Corpus  est  Divini  Spiritus."     De  Sacnim. 

'  "  Quid  hie  quairis  nat  urtc  ordinem  in  Christi  Cori)f)re,  cum  prate) 
naturam  sit  Ipse  Dominus  Jesus  ?"     St.  Ambros.,  De  Myster. 

^  St.  Mark  xvi.  12;  St.  Luke  xxiv.  IG;  St.  John  xx.  14,  15. 

'  Eph.  i.  23,  "The  Ciiurcli,  which  is  His  Body."  Col.  i.  24,  "For 
His  Body's  sake,  wliich  is  the  Cliurch."  In  1  Cor.  xii.  12,  the  Church 
seems  to  be  called  "  Clirist,"  as  being  so  truly  His  liody. 
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coctl  the  cU'!\rnoss  or  strengtli  of  its  language  to  tliat 
ettVct.  lltT  incmbcrs  are  even  said  to  be  members  "  of 
His  Body,  of  His  Fiesli,  and  of  His  Bones'"."  Here 
tlien  we  linve,  for  our  confirmation  in  our  faith  con- 
cerning the  Eucharistic  manifestation  of  the  Body  and 
Blood  of  Clirist,  a  fad  of  the  same  order  ;  a  manner 
of  Presence  and  Manifestation  of  Ilis  real  Body,  not 
only  widely  ditferent  from  that  which  had  place  in  the 
days  of  His  sojourn  upon  earth,  but  akin  to  the  mode 
which  we  say  has  place  in  the  Eucharist. 

For,  first,  there  is  here  exactly  the  same  amount  of 
paradox  or  mystery, — neither  less  nor  more, — as  is 
involved  in  the  supposed  Eucharistic  Presence  of  nis 
Body  and  Blood.  If  loe  are  really  and  truly,  though 
in  a  manner  perfectly  inconceivable  to  us,  His  Body, 
(or  Flesh)  without  losing  our  natural  condition  or  iden- 
tity, but  only  receiving  mysterious  elevation  ;  there 
is  no  reason  in  the  world  why  the  Elements  of  Bread 
and  Wine  may  not  also  be  His  Body  (or  Flesh,  St. 
John  vi.  51 — 56)  and  Blood,  losing  nothing  of  their 
nature,  but  only  having  honour  put  upon  it. 

And  this  mode,  again,  is  also  closely  ahin  to  the 
Sacramental  or  Eucharistic  manner  of  His  Presence  ; 
since  the  one  is  the  result  of  the  other.  The  mystical 
Presence  of  Christ  in  the  Church  flows  out  of  the 
mystical  Presence  of  His  Body  and  Blood  in  the 
Sacrament,  and  is  the  very  purpose  of  it.  The  identi- 
fication of  the  Church  with  Christ's  offered  Body,  and 
in  a  manner  with  Christ  Himself,  is  effected",  as  by 

■"  Eph.  V.  30. 

"  Compare  the  English  Office :  "  Then  we  sprntually  eat  the  Flesh  of 
Christ,  and  drink  His  Blood ;  then  .  .  we  are  one  with  Christ,  and  Christ 
with  ux."  So  also  an  ancient  Galilean  Collect :  "  O  Lord,  Who  wiliest 
us  both  to  feed  on  Thy  Body  and  to  become  Thy  Body :"  on  which 
Mr.  Bright  well  remarks,  in  his  valuable  compilation  of  "  Ancient  Col- 
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an  instrument,  by  the  reception  of  the  Elements  wliich 
are  identified  with  His  broken  Body  and  His  Blood 
poured  out. 

Such  is  the  amount,  and  such  too  are  the  limits,  of 
the  knowledge  we  can  possibly  have  of  the  Eucharist 
as  a  mystery.  Beyond  this  we  cannot  go,  in  the  way 
of  apprehending  the  relation  or  the  connection  be- 
tween the  two  terms  of  that  mystery.  All  expressions, 
which  seriously  proffer  any  further  and  positive  clear- 
ing up  of  it,  must  be  viewed  as  being,  at  best,  illus- 
trations". Even  as  ilkistrations,  they  cast  not  so  much 
as  a  taper's  light  on  the  necessary  obscurity  of  the 
subject.  If  insisted  upon  as  philosophical  explana- 
tions, or  as  a  real  account  of  it,  they  are  entirely 
inadmissible,  nay,  are  in  the  highest  degree  mis- 
chievous, and  can  only  result  in  the  overthrow  of 
both  the  mystery  and  the  Ordinance. 

Held,  on  the  contrary,  as  a  mystery,  in  accordance 
with  the  proper  law  of  all  similar  mysteries,  the  Eu- 
charist inherently  possesses  those  elements  of  stability, 
that  capacity  for  being  held  aright,  which,  as  has  been 
shewn,  is  common  to  this  entire  class  of  doctrines. 
Embinced  with  equal  good  faith  and  unreservedness 
in  both  the  terms  of  which  it  consists,  without  any 

lcct.s,"  "The  life  of  the  Church,  as  Christ's  Body  mystical,  is  kept  up 
by  the  Sacramental  Communion  of  His  Body  and  Blood."  p.  45. 

"  Such  illustrations  and  illustrative  expressions  abound,  as  is  well 
known,  in  the  Fathers.  Such  are,  besides  various  comparisons,  tlic 
terms  "to  transmake,"  " transclement,"  "re-arrange,"  "transform," 
"transfer,"  "translate,"  "  transfij^urc."  The  Lituri,'ics  meanwliihs  are 
rcmarkablo  for  usiuf^  the  simplest  and  least  fij^uralivc  or  explanatory 
terms  ;  from  the  Syriac  and  St.  Basil's  "exhibit,"  or  "  shew,"  to  "  make," 
or  "  become."  See  on  the  wliole  subject,  and  for  instances,  "  Notes  to 
a  Sermon  on  the  Real  Presence,"  (as  before).  Note  Q,  pp.  102—251. 
Comp.  Jer.  Taylor,  "  This  account  does  still  leave  the  article  in  his 
deirpcst  mystery." 
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anxiety  or  endeavour  to  lower  eitlicr  in  deference  to 
the  supposed  requirements  of  the  other,  or  to  explain 
the  subject  farther  than  it  is  self-explanatory,  it  has 
even  an  inherent  tendency  to  be  correctly  conserved 
in  all  its  main  articles. 

IV.  But  next,  can  we  point  to  any  peculiar  in- 
fluences by  which  this  particular  mystery  of  the  Faith 
was,  beyond  others,  fenced  from  liability  to  have 
its  equilibrium,  and  consequently  its  correct  subjec- 
tive apprehension,  overthrown  ?  Was  there  anything 
special  in  this  case,  to  hinder  that  "  paring  away,"  as 
Hooker^  expresses  it,  of  one  or  other  of  its  terms, 
which  befel  the  other  mysteries  in  succession  at  a 
comparatively  early  period?  any  peculiar  home  and 
sanctuary  for  its  abode,  where  all  doubts  or  dispu- 
tations, that  might  be  likely  to  arise  concerning  it, 
would  be  presently  stilled  and  laid  at  rest,  because 
there  the  verity  of  Eucharistic  doctrine,  in  the  exacti- 
tude of  its  divinely-constituted  proportions,  was  em- 
bodied and  enshrined?  any  storehouse  wherein  was 
laid  up  an  answer  and  a  limit,  on  the  right  hand 
and  on  the  left,  to  all  the  principal  questions  natu- 
rally suggested  by  a  subject  so  profound  and  mys- 
terious ? 

The  reader  will  have  anticipated  the  reply.  The 
Eucharist,  after  all,  is  not  merely,  or  even  chiefly,  a 
Doctrine,  but  an  Action :  not  a  Mystery  only,  but 
also,  and  primarily  and  supremely,  a  Rite.  Other 
mysteries,  such  as  the  great  theological  Verities,  are 
essentially  doctrines  to  be  believed,  not  actions  to  be 
done  by  us.  They  may  indeed  be  recognised  in  a 
prayer  or  rite;  and  this  was  one  principal  mode  of 

p  L.  E.  P.,  V.  lii.  1, 
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their  preservation  in  the  Church.  But  such  truths 
reside  not  in  a  Eite  as  their  proper  home,  but  are 
external  to  it. 

With  the  truth  of  the  Eucharist  it  is  otherwise. 
From  the  earliest  time  it  was,  by  the  very  nature  of 
the  case,  embodied,  in  its  entire  extent,  in  actions  and 
forms  of  speech,  which  effectually,  in  all  main  points, 
interpreted  its  intent  and  powers  to  generation  after 
generation.  The  Eucharist  was  its  own  definition, 
and  contained  within  itself  its  proper  limitations. 
Divine  Wisdom,  acting  at  first  through  Apostolic 
ministration,  and  continuing  to  preside  over  the  coun- 
sels of  the  Church  Universal,  had  so  cast  the  general 
frame  of  the  Ordinance,  such  as  the  Churches  at  the 
first  inherited,  and  in  the  main  preserved  it,  that  there 
was  little  room  for  the  entering  in  of  question  or  con- 
troversy. The  very  facts  and  manner  of  its  adminis- 
tration maintained  the  due  balance  of  the  faith  con- 
cerning it.  Eucharistic  doctrine  appeared  there  in  its 
true  character,  as  no  single  or  uncom])oundcd,  but  a 
twofold,  or  two-sided  truth  or  body  of  truth,  both 
whose  members  were  to  be  held  in  conjunction,  be 
the  mode  of  reconciUng  tliem  what  it  might.  This 
would  be  a  powerful,  and  might  have  been  an  im- 
pregnable bulwark  against  error.  Even  a  tendency 
to  unequal  recognition  of  the  two  i)arts  of  the  mystery 
would  be  checked  by  the  tenor  of  the  Ritual.  Any 
endeavour  or  anxiety  to  reduce  either  to  the  lowest 
degree,  would  fail  to  find  any  real  countenance  in  it. 
But  actual  denial  of  the  existence  of  cither  the  one 
or  the  other  could  only  be  hazarded  in  absolute  de- 
fiance of  its  provisions  and  teaching. 

All  this  we  might  in  a  manner  be  sure  of  Ix^fore- 
hand,  even  if  we  had  no  knowledge  of  the  old  lornis 
of  Eucharistic  Service.  The  1''ueharistic  Mvsterv  would 
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1)0  r(M-t:iiii,  we  might  safely  say,  to  be  equably  embodied 
in  the  Eiieharistic  Eitiial. 

l^ut  we  are  not  left  to  conjecture.  No  one  can 
survey  in  their  entire  range,  their  breadth  and  length, 
the  ancient  Liturgies  of  the  Church  Universal,  such  as 
they  were  throughout  her  uncontroversial  period,  with- 
out perceiving  that  snch  is  actually  the  case.  How- 
ever clear  and  uncomprouiising  the  mind  which  they 
betray, — however  strong  and  intense  their  mode  of 
expression, — on  either  side  of  the  mystery,  on  its 
higher  side  more  especially  ;  insomuch  that  for  the 
time  the  other  may  seem  to  be  excluded  :  they  never 
fail,  scanned  in  their  entire  extent,  to  represent,  be- 
yond all  gainsaying,  both  sides.  Nay  more,  they 
shelter  both  the  mystery  as  a  whole,  and  every  parti- 
cular article  and  feature  in  it,  from  those  extremes  to 
which  a  disregard  of  either  side  of  it  necessarily  leads. 

There,  in  those  ancient  Liturgies,  for  them  of  old 
time,  (and  no  less  for  us,  when  we  have  recovered  a 
just  knowledge  of  their  contents  and  significance,)  not 
the  true  nature  and  powers  only  of  the  Eucharist, 
but, — what  is  no  less  important, — the  true  limits  of 
that  nature,  and  of  those  powers,  were  set  forth  in 
characters  not  easily  to  be  misread  or  perverted. 
What  the  supreme  and  all-including  design  of  the 
whole  Ordinance  was,  and  what  its  subordinate  and 
more  incidental  purposes  only,  though  still  far  from 
UMimjjortant  ones  : — what  its  real  relation  to  the  Sa- 
crifice of  the  Death  of  Christ,  neither  less  nor  more  ; 
whether  a  profoundly  mysterious  representation  and 
presentation,  or  again,  a  mere  mental  remembrance, 
or  lastly,  an  actual  miraculous  repetition  of  it : — 
in  what  lighf^  the  consecrated  Elements  were  to  be 

">  For  tie  testimony  of  the  Liturgies  on  these  points,  see  below  in 
this  Introduction, 
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viewed  in  virtue  of  their  consecration  ;  and,  no  less 
distinctly,  in  what  light  they  were  7iot . — whether  they 
were  to  be  esteemed  mere  symbols  of  the  Body  anr 
Blood  of  Christ,  and  nothing  more,  or  as  His  Veiy 
Body  and  Blood,  and  nothing  less  : — whether  on  tha* 
account  they  lost  their  proper  nature,  or  retained  i' 
entire  together  with  their  new  and  mysterious  con- 
dition and  functions : — whether,  further,  they  could 
claim  to  be  Christ  Himself,  or  to  involve  His  Presence 
in  the  entirety  of  His  Person,  and  nothing  short  ot 
That,  or  to  be  His  Sacred  Body  and  Blood  indeed,  but 
nothing  beyond : — whither,  and  whither  alone,  Di- 
vine worship,  praise,  and  prayer  were  to  be  directed, 
and  whither  profoundest  reverence  only  *■ : — what  were 
the  ordained  conditions  of  valid  consecration,  as  well 
in  the  respect  of  the  matter  and  form,  as  of  the  person 
officiating,  and  of  the  persons  necessarily  concurring  in 
it: — whether  the  rite  was,  in  its  inahenable  character, 
social,  or  might  be  solitary ;  its  benefits  to  be  per- 
sonally sought,  or  to  be  obtained  vicariously  ^ : — 
whether  the  whole  action  was  in  its  nature  divisible, 
and  so  might  be  participated  in  by  halves  * ;  or  abso- 
lutely hidivisible,  so  that  except  as  a  whole  it  had  no 
meaning  or  proper  existence  whatsoever : — whether, 
lastly,  the  Elements  were   singly  and  separately  in- 

'  Sec  note  q,  preceding  page. 

•  For  a  succinct  account  of  the  rise  of  the  notion  of  vicarious  coni- 
muuion,  according  to  which  the  priest  is  said  to  receive  sacramentally 
for  and  in  belialf  of  the  people,  wliile  they  communicate  spiritually,  see 
Scudamore,  "  Conmiunion  of  the  Laity,"  ch.  ii.  5. 

•  On  non-communicating  attendance  at  the  Eucharist,  see  Scudamore, 
ibid.  His  brief  but  convincing  treatise  sets  tlie  question  absolutely  at 
rest,  shewing  that  there  is  not  the  least  shadow  of  countenance  for  tlu; 
practice  in  the  early  usage  of  the  Church.  "  No  fact,"  says  Miuskcll, 
"is  so  undeniable,  none  rests  upon  greater  authorities."  (Anc.  Liturgy, 
p.  120,  ed.  184G.) 
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stinct  with  grace  and  virtue  for  their  proper  purj)Oses, 
or  only  when  both  were  received,  being  otherwise  of 
absohitely  unknown  and  unrevealed  effect : — the  an- 
swers, I  say,  to  all  these  questions,  so  eagerly  discussed 
for  the  hist  eight  hundred  years,  though  equally  un- 
known "  as  doubts  for  a  thousand  previous,  were  read 
with  sufficient  clearness  for  all  practical  purposes  in 
the  ancient  Liturgies;  or  rather  were  imbibed  as  prin- 
ciples in  the  devout  use  of  them. 

Even  the  re-arrangements  in  point  of  order,  the 
expansions  or  contractions  in  bulk,  which,  as  will  be 
shewn  hereafter,  all  Liturgies  underwent,  more  or 
less,  in  the  first  six  or  seven  centuries,  were,  as  it 
should  seem,  so  sufficiently  presided  over  and  attem- 
pered by  the  admitted  and  traditionally-preserved 
design  of  the  rite,  that  there  resulted  no  material  or 
immediate  departure  from  the  old  proportions  of  Eu- 
charistic  faith  and  practice.  These  alterations  have 
indeed  in  some  instances  obscured,  to  the  eye  of  later 
ages,  the  true  original  theory  of  the  Rite :  but  at 
the  time  they  would  be  unlikely  to  cause  any  mis- 
apprehension. 

Here  then,  namely,  in  the  existence  and  the  con- 
stitution of  the  ancient  Eucharistic  Ritual  of  the 
Church  Universal,  do  we  find,  as  I  conceive,  a  suffi- 
cient account  of  her  long-continued  harmony  on  the 
entire  subject. 

For,  first  of  all,  the  general  mind  would  reflect  the 
Liturgies.  Like  the  Eucharistic  Offices  throughout 
the  world,  it  would  be  at  one  as  to  the  facts  of  Eu- 

"  With  the  single  exception  of  the  question  of  non-commimicating 
attendance  at  the  rite,  and  solitary  communion,  which  is  only  a  branch 
of  it.  The  former  of  these  grew  up  as  early  as  the  sixth  century ;  the 
latter  probably  in  the  seventh  or  eighth.  See  on  both  points,  Scuda- 
more,  ii.  2,  4. 
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charistic  doctrine,  or  be  content  to  appeal  to  those 
Offices. 

And  we  may  safely  (to  remark  this  by  the  way,) 
take  wdth  us  this  rule,  that,  in  determining  Eucha- 
ristic  questions,  Liturgies  are  greater  than  Fathers. 
The  Fathers,  in  truth,  ever  defer  to,  or  do  but  ex- 
pound, the  Liturgies.  Legem  credendi  lex  statuebat 
8up2)licandi.  It  is  inconceivable  that  they  could  for 
a  moment  desire  to  render  any  other  mind,  in  their 
teaching,  than  that  which  was  contained  in  the  Offices 
familiar  to  them.  And  there  is  this  signal  advantage 
in  a  Liturgy,  as  compared  with  a  writer,  considered 
as  bearing  testimony  on  Eucharistic  subjects, — that 
we  have  its  whole  mind  before  us ;  the  different 
parts  of  it  balancing  and  compensating  each  other, 
and  presenting  the  mystery  not  on  one  side  only,  but 
on  all.  Writers,  on  the  contrary,  mostly  deal  with 
one  side  of  a  truth  at  a  time :  and  we  may  or  may 
not  possess,  in  their  remains,  their  testimony  to  the 
countervailing  verity  which  they  held  with  it.  Hence, 
particular  passages  of  writers  must  be  viewed  in  con- 
nection with  the  whole  body  of  their  works ;  parti- 
cular writers  balanced  by  comparison  with  the  whole 
body  of  writers : — a  difficult  and  seldom  very  satis- 
factory process. 

But  in  more  ways  than  one  the  existence  of  a  uni- 
form system  of  liturgically  embodied  Eucharistic  truth 
throughout  the  world,  would  have  the  strongest  pos- 
sible tendency  to  produce  essential  harmony  of  Eucha- 
ristic teaching  and  writing.  Not  the  doctrinal  facts 
only,  but  tlie  balance,  the  e(|uabic  apprehension  of 
them,  would  be  preserved  also.  The  toiiper  of  the 
Liturgies,  the  mode  of  dealing  with  the  Eucharistic 
subject  conspicuous  in   them,  would  naturally  com- 
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inmiicate  itself  to  those  whose  devotions  and  rule  of 
spiritual  life  they  were,  and  foster  in  them  a  like 
habit  of  thought  and  exi)rcssion.  The  Doctors  and 
ecclesiastical  writers  would  speak  and  write,  on  the 
whole,  after  the  pattern  of  the  Liturgies.  They  would 
unconsciously  acquire  from  their  nurture  under  them, 
clear  and  strong  positive  apprehensions  of  both  sides 
of  the  Eucharistic  mystery,  and  be  in  the  habit  of 
giving  utterance  to  them. 

As  to  the  higher  side  of  the  mystery,  there  would 
be  little  likelihood,  with  the  glowing  and  awful  lan- 
guage of  Holy  Scripture  and  of  the  Liturgies  before 
their  eyes,  of  their  under-stating  it.  They  would  be 
more  especially  led  to  express,  with  the  fearlessness 
of  an  uncontroversial  period,  and  the  warmth  of  a 
devotional  one,  their  feelings  and  conceptions  of  the 
divine  and  supranatural  element  in  the  subject :  and 
thus  would  present,  on  occasion,  the  appearance  of 
ignoring  the  earthly  and  natural  one.  But  they  would 
be  no  less  certain,  if  not  as  individual  writers,  yet  as 
a  body  of  writers,  at  least  from  time  to  time,  and  in 
various  unconscious  ways,  to  evince  their  full  recogni- 
tion of  the  latter.  They  would  be  unlikely  to  utter 
anything  that  could  fairly  be  construed  into  a  denial 
of  it :  far  less  would  they  address  themselves  delibe- 
rately to  the  task  of  proving  that  it  had  no  existence, 
or  only  an  apparent  and  delusive  one.  And  thus, 
on  whatever  side  or  aspect  of  the  subject  they  might 
be  led  by  their  disposition  or  circumstances  to  dwell, 
there  would  arise  no  conflict  of  opinion,  because  no 
real  contrariety.  Whatever  there  might  be  of  it  in 
aj)j)earance,  would  be  in  appearance  only.  It  could 
never  acquire  the  solidity  of  a  real  issue,  or  the  pro- 
portions of  a  serious  controversy. 
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And  so  we  find  it  to  be.  The  inward  character  of 
the  consecrated  Elements  is  more  insisted  on  tlian  the 
material  one ;  but  there  is  to  the  full  as  much  as  could 
be  expected  of  dwelling  on  the  latter :  of  denial  of  it, 
it  is  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  substantiate  a  single 
instance ;  while  of  a  pervading  habit  of  denying  it, 
or  of  anxiety  to  do  so,  no  one  pretends  that  there  is 
any  trace.  This  has  been  proved "',  of  late  years  more 
especially,  by  the  clearest  evidence. 

A  pertinent  illustration  of  the  view  here  taken,  as  to 
the  cause  of  the  Church's  ancient  Eucharistic  harmony, 
is  furnished  by  a  recent  writer*.  Taking  a  survey  of 
the  first  seven  centuries,  he  notices  several  systems 
of  thought,  or  habitual  modes  of  conception,  as  to 
the  Eucharist.  He  discriminates  five  "  different  ways 
in  which  their  positions  or  their  characters  led  as 
many  different  parties  to  speak  of  this  Sacrament. 
Their  real  accordance,  amidst  such  apparent  diversity, 
aiTords,"  he  justly  observes,  "the  surest  proof  that 
their  fundamental  idea  was  the  same."  He  remarks 
in  one  school  of  writers  a  tendency — though  no  more 
— to  error,  "  such  as  the  disallowance  of  the  natural 
powers  of  the  Bread  and  Wine,  from  too  exclusive 
attention  to  the  undoubted  truth  that  the  elements 
are  changed  by  consecration."  But  "  there  were  two 
other  schools  which  served  to  qualify  this  tendency. 
The  opponents  of  Eutyches  were  led  to  make  such 
assertions  respecting  tlie  outward  part  of  the  Eucha- 
rist, as  qualified  any  tendency  to  forget  its  existence, 
to  which  the    language  of  the  other   school    might 

'  Sec  more  especially  "  Notes  to  a  Sermon  on  the  Real  Presence," 
Notes  G,  M,  N,  for  passages  in  which  the  Fathers  recognise  "the  con- 
tinued existence  of  the  elements  in  their  natural  substances." 

*  Wilberforcc,  Doctrine  of  the  Eucharist,  ch.  ix.  p.  271—297. 
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have  given  rise."  And  again,  "  mistakes  respecting 
the  inward  part  were  in  lilce  manner  corrected  through 
that  line  of  thought  which  was  naturally  taken  by  the 
opponents  of  Ncstorius."  ''These  different  schools, 
then,  qualify  the  language  of  one  another :"  one  "  at- 
tests the  fact  that  the  elements  are  changed  by  con- 
secration :"  another  "  that  the  outward  part  is  not 
to  be  forgotten:"  a  third  "that  the  inward  part  is 
the  Very  Body  of  the  Incarnate  Son."  He  asks  in 
conclusion,  "  How  should  there  be  such  concert  re- 
specting the  thing  conveyed,  except  because  this  was 
a  constituent  part  of  the  Church's  original  deposit  ?" 
The  doctrine  must  have  been  "  a  practical  conviction, 
rooted  in  the  deep  and  wide-spread  belief  of  a  whole 
community."  Undoubtedly  it  was  so.  And  one  thing 
only  needs  to  be  added  to  these  statements ;  namely, 
that  it  was  beyond  all  question  in  the  Liturgies  of  the 
Universal  Church  that  this  "  original  deposit"  was  laid 
up ; — it  was  through  them  that  this  "  deep,  wide- 
spread belief"  was  inculcated. 

Thus  may  the  absence  of  Eucharistic  controversy,  in 
ages  both  of  unbounded  speculation,  and  of  strong 
Eucharistic  feeling,  be  nevertheless  sufficiently  ac- 
counted for. 

V.  At  what  period  then,  our  next  enquiry  is,  and 
through  what  predisposing  causes,  was  this  harmony 
broken  up,  by  the  abandonment  of  the  old  healthful 
mode  of  viewing  and  treating  the  Eucharistic  mystery  ? 
Eor  as  long  as  that  mode  was  persevered  in,  so  long, 
we  need  not  fear  to  assert,  controversy  would  have 
been  impossible. 

Now  there  arose,  it  is  true,  in  the  course  of  the 
eighth  century,  some  apparent  conflict  of  opinion  or 
expression  as  to  the  Eucharist.     John  Damascene,  an 
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Eastern  writer,  (circ.  740,)  took  occasion,  in  connexion 
with  the  subject  of  image-worship,  to  condemn  the  use 
of  the  terms  "figure"  or  "type^"  as  apphed  to  the 
elements,  affirming  them  to  he  what  our  Lord  called 
them.  The  second  council  of  Nice  in  the  East  (787), 
the  council  of  Frankfort  in  the  West  (794),  took  up 
the  same  position.  On  the  other  hand  the  council  of 
Constantinople  (754),  affirmed  no  less  earnestly  that 
the  elements  are  a  figure  or  type  of  the  Body  and 
Blood  of  Christ.  But  on  neither  side  is  there  any 
denial  of  the  outward  or  the  inward  part  of  the 
mystery^ :  nor,  consequently,  did  any  controversy  arise 
even  out  of  these  public  and  conciliar  decisions,  how- 
ever at  first  sight  incompatible  with  each  other. 

It  is  commonly  represented,  however,  that  contro- 
versy concerning  the  Eucharist  commenced  early  in 
the  ninth  century;  Paschasius  Radbertus^  (in  820), 
on  the  one  hand,  and  Ratramnus^,  Rabanus  Maurus, 
and  others  (840 — 850)  on  the  other,  having  maintained 
diametrically  Oj)posiLe  views  upon  the  subject.  But  in 
truth,  on  a  careful  examination  of  their  writings,  no 
such  opposition  can  be  discovered.     That  the  writers 

y  On  this  wliolc  subject,  see  "  Notes  to  a  Sermon  on  the  Real  Pre- 
sence," Note  I,  pp.  94 — 115. 

*  See  L'Arroque,  Hist,  of  Eucharist,  eh.  xii.  He  points  out  parti- 
cularly that  Damascene  nowhere  says  that  the  substance  of  the  symbols 
is  destroyed.  It  is  equally  clear,  though  tliis  writer  explains  it  away, 
that  the  council  of  75 1  afiirmed  and  held  the  elements  to  be  in  a  true 
sense  tlie  Body  and  Blood  of  Clirist. 

■  His  chief  treatise  is  entitled  "  Dc  Corpore  ct  Sunpuiiie  Domini," 
(Martone  et  Durand.  Vet.  Scriptorum  CoUeclio  Amplissima,  torn.  ix. 
pp.  382 — 470.)  It  may  be  said  to  be  rare  in  this  country,  being  only 
found  in  this  bulky  and  expensive  work;  and  few  probably  arc  ac- 
quainted with  it  except  at  second-hand. 

''  "Liber  llatramni  (or,  Bertrami)  De  Corpore  et  Sanguine  Domini." 
The  Oxford  Ed.  of  IS.'iS  i.s  reprinted  from  JJoilcau's  (lOSIij,  alter  a  MS. 
found  by  Mabillon  in  tlie  monastery  of  Lobez.  Boileau's  translation  is 
very  partial  and  inaccurate. 

p2 
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iiowliere  impugn  each  otlier  by  name,  is  confessed. 
And  the  views  maintained  by  them  respectively  prove 
on  enquiry  to  be  no  more  than  the  carrying  out  of 
one  or  the  other  term  of  the  Eucharistic  mystery,  as 
anciently  held.  On  neither  side  is  this  accompanied 
by  a  denial  of  the  other  term. 

It  has  been  said  indeed,  and  the  opinion  has  very 
widely  prevailed'',  that  Paschasius  affirmed  the  anni- 
hilation of  the  elements  in  their  proper  nature.  But 
there  is  no  such  statement  in  his  writings  :  nor  does 
Eatramn,  or  any  other  contemporary  of  his,  charge 
him  with  holding  this  opinion.  The  immediate  de- 
sign of  his  treatise  was  to  affirm  that  the  Body  and 
Blood,  which  our  Lord  meant  when  He  instituted  the 
Eucharist,  were  no  other  than  those  which  He  gave 
for  our  redemption  on  the  Cross.  This  he  does,  for 
the  most  part,  in  the  language  of  the  old  writers,  with 

•=  This  is  most  probably  owing  to  the  fact  that  Berengarius,  writing 
two  centuries  later  (1050 — 1070),  represents  Paschasius  to  have  affirm- 
ed this  doctrine  :  "  Sapis  contra  omnes  naturae  rationes  si  cum  eo  (Pas- 
chasio)  sapis,  in  eo  quod  solus  confingit,  Sacramento  Dominici  corporis 
decedcre  panis  omnino  substantiam."  Even  if  Berengarius  had  access 
to  writings  of  Paschasius  now  lost,  it  can  hardly  be  said  that  this  was 
the  leading  idea  in  his  mind,  since  it  does  not  appear  in  his  regular 
treatise  on  the  subject.  It  is  more  probable  that  he  overstates  the  view 
of  Paschasius.  (See  Berengarius,  de  Sacra  Coena,  pp.  33,  65,  al.  Ed. 
Berolin.  1834.)  Dean  Milmau  (Hist,  of  Latin  Christianity,  vol.  iii. 
p.  21)  has  been  misled,  probably  by  the  authority  of  Berengarius,  into 
stating,  as  Paschasius'  view,  "that  the  bread  was  actually  annihilated." 
And  he  even  attributes  to  him  the  invention  of  the  term  "transub- 
stantiatio,"  which  is  found  in  no  earlier  writer  than  Peter  Damiani, 
(clrc.  1041.)  The  nearest  approach  to  a  denial  of  the  existence  of 
the  elements  in  Paschasius  is  in  his  first  chapter :  "  Licet  figura  panis 
et  vini  maneat,  haic  nihil  aliud  quam  caro  Christi  et  sanguis  post  con- 
secrationem  credenda  sunt."  But  this  may  well  mean  that  the  out- 
ward visible  elements  are  really  the  Body  and  Blood,  and  nothmg 
less.  And  Ratramn  himself  says  the  same :  "  Post  mysticam  couse- 
crationem  nee  tianis  jam  dicitur  nee  vinum,  sed  Christi  corpus  et 
sanguis." 
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whom  he  was  well  acquainted.  But  though  his  lan- 
guage to  this  effect  is  strong,  with  a  tendency  to- 
wards the  merely  physical,  and  his  illustrations  (chiefly 
copied  from  the  Life  of  Gregory  the  Great  by  Peter 
the  Deacon,  and  of  themselves  proving  that  he  con- 
ceived Christ's  Body  to  be  present  under  a  veil  and 
in  a  mystery)  coarse  and  unpleasing,  he  confines  him- 
self to  the  positive  statement  of  that  side  of  the  mys- 
tery with  which  he  is  dealing.  He  neither  affirms  the 
annihilation  of  the  elements,  nor  any  of  those  doc- 
trines'^ which  were  freely  drawn  as  deductions  from 
that  position  as  soon  as  it  was  distinctly  maintained 
at  a  later  period.  He  also  admits,  in  several  places, 
that  the  Eucharistic  transaction  is  not  after  the  order 
of  nature,  but  is  a  mystery®.  It  would  seem,  there- 
fore, that  he  stands  clearly  distinguished  ^  from  those 
who  in  after  ages  overthrew  the  balance  of  Eucha- 
ristic doctrine  by  denying  the  existence  of  the  material 

^  Thus  he  nowhere  represents  that  tlie  elements  are  no  longer  food 
after  consecration;  nor  so  much  as  hints  at  divine  worship  being  due 
to  them.  He  affirms,  in  clear  contradiction  to  the  doctrine  which  ob- 
tained in  the  eleventh  century,  that  "  Christum  fas  vorari  dentibus  non 
est."  He  assumes,  throughout,  reception  in  both  kinds  :  and  views  re- 
ception as  indispensable  to  joining  properly  in  the  rite.  And  he  rejects 
as  impious  the  opinion  so  boldly  avowed  after  the  eleventli  century,  tliat 
the  priest  can  create  God  Almiglity :  "  quia  si  posset,  quod  absurdum  est 
creator  Creatoris  fieret."    See  his  Treatise  "De  Corpore,"  throughout. 

"  In  his  Tract  Do  partu  Virginis  (c.  iv.)  he  says :  "  Quia  Christum 
fas  vorari  denlihus  non  est,  voluit  in  myderio  hunc  pancm  et  vinum 
camem  suam  et  sanguinem  ....  potcntialiter  creari."  So  again,  "  De 
corpore,"  &c. ; — "  Veram  carncm  ct  verum  sanguinem,  sed  myslice : 
mysticum  est  sacrameutum,  ncc  fu/uram  illud  ncgarc  possumus." 
(e.  iv.  p.  30'k)     Katramn  liim.self  couhl  not  say  more. 

'  This  conclusion  is  acquiesced  in  by  Bp.  Cosin ;  "Yet  in  that  wliole 
book  of  Paschasius  there  is  nothing  that  favours  transubstantiation  of 
the  bread,  or  its  destruction  or  removal.  He  iiatli  many  things  repug- 
nant to  it,"  (Cosin's  Hist,  of  Transubst.,  p.  118,  ed.  1840)  His  editor 
(vid.  p.  llfi,  note)  also  says  that  "  Paschasius'  expressions  hardly  amount 
to  transubstantiation." 
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elements  :  and  is  rather  to  be  classed  with  such  of  the 
older  writers  (as  for  example  St.  Chrysostom)  as  used 
the  most  nearly  physical  language  with  reference  to  the 
Body  and  Blood  of  Christ  as  present  in  the  Eucharist. 

The  view,  again,  which  Ratramn  takes  occasion  to 
dwell  upon,  proves  on  examination  to  be  no  other  than 
this,  that  there  is  a  difference  between  the  manner  of 
Presence  of  Christ's  Body  in  the  Eucharist  and  that  of 
Its  Presence  on  earth  in  the  days  of  His  flesh^:  it 
being  invisible  to  the  bodily  eye  in  one  case,  and  visible 
in  the  other ;  and  the  like  distinctions.  In  short,  he 
insists  upon  the  other  side  of  the  mystery:  on  the  proper 
existence  of  an  outward  and  material  medium,  neces- 
sarily modifying  and  affecting  the  manner  of  Presence 
of  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ.  But  the  fact  of 
such  a  Presence  he  fully  admits'',  and  therefore  does 
not  come  into  any  real  collision  with  his  supposed 
adversary  Paschasius. 

There  is  indeed,  at  first  sight,  a  clear  opposition 
between  the  two;  the  one  asserting  that  the  Body 
received  in  the  Eucharist  is  the  same  which  Christ 
had  on  earth  and   gave  for  our  redemption ' :    the 

^  So  c.  GO,  "Est  quidem  corpus  Christi,  sed  non  coi-porale,  sed  spiri- 
tuale." 

**  "Nou  eniin  putamus  ullum  fidelium  dubitare,  panem  ilium  fuisse 
Christi  Corpus  effedum,"  c.  28.  "Panis  per  sacerdotis  ministerium 
Cliristi  Corpus  conficitur,"  c.  9.  "Panis  substantiam  et  vkd  creatu- 
ram  convertere  potuit  in  proprium  corpus."  By  these  clear  expres- 
sions, -wliich  are  as  strong  as  anything  Paschasius  says,  must  we  judge 
of  Ratramn's  meaning  when  he  speaks  (as  Paschasius  does  too,  above, 
note  e)  of  the  bread  as  "the  figure  of  Christ's  Body,"  and  the  like  ex- 
pressions :  as  e.  g.  "  claret,  quia  panis  ille  vinumque  figurate  Christi 
Corpus  et  Sanguis  existit."  He  does  not  mean  uni-eally  or  metapho- 
rically, but  under  another,  wliich  he  elsewhere  calls  a  spiritual,  manner 
of  being.     So  he  explains /y?i!;-^,  1.  c. 

•  Comp.  Jeremy  Taylor,  Real  Presence,  I.  11.  "  It  is  mquii-ed  whe- 
ther, when  we  say  that  we  beheve  Christ's  Body  to  be  'really'  m  the 
Sacrament,  we  mean  that  Body,  that  Flesh,  that  was  born  of  the  Virgm 
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other  that  it  is  not.  But  when  they  come  to  ex- 
plain themselves,  they  clearly  shew  that  what  they 
both  alike  believed,  was  a  different  mode  of  manifes- 
tation or  existence  of  the  same  Body. 

That  the  opposition  commonly  assumed  to  exist 
between  Paschnsius  and  Ratramn  is,  to  say  the  least, 
very  equivocal,  appears  from  hence,  that  some,  how- 
ever improbably,  have  thought  that  they  were  one 
and  the  same  person J.  And  we  have  seen  that 
they  employ,  on  occasion,  language  almost  identical. 
But  a  further  and  more  convincing  indication  of  this 
is  furnished  by  the  silence  of  the  Church  at  tlie 
time,  and  for  a  long  while  after.  Had  there  been 
direct  contrariety  and  incompatibility  between  the 
views  thus  openly  and  widely  maintained,  one  or 
other  of  them  (it  matters  not  which)  must  have  been 
irreconcileable  with  the  received  faith  of  the  Church 
at  that  time :  and, — as  in  the  succeeding  age,  when  a 
tangible  issue  had  arisen, — Popes  and  councils  would 
have  been  called  upon  to  adjudicate  in  the  matter''. 

Mary;  that  was  crucified,  dead  and  buried?  I  .answer,  I  know  none 
else  that  He  had  or  hath.  There  is  but  one  Body  of  Clirist  [c.  g.], 
natural  and  glorified :  but  he  that  says  the  Body  is  glorified  which 
was  crucified,  says  it  is  the  same  Body,  but  not  after  the  same  manner. 
And  so  it  is  in  the  Sacrament :  we  eat  and  drink  the  Body  of  Christ 
that  was  broken  and  poured  forth  ;  for  there  is  no  other  Body,  no  other 
Blood,  of  Christ :  but  though  it  is  the  same  which  we  eat  and  drink,  i/ct 
it  is  in  another  manner." 

J  See  Bellarmine,  ap.  Martcnc,  torn.  ix.  p.  3S2. 

''  Compare  Milman,  as  quoted  above,  p.  7.  note  o.  And  L'Arroque, 
Hist,  of  the  Eucharist,  ch.  xv.  init. :  "It  is  a  thing  very  worthy  to  be 
observed,  that  the  Pojjcs  Nicholas  the  third  and  Adrian  the  second,  &c., 
having  been  spectators  of  so  obstinate  a  combat  (?)  without  engaging 
on  either  side,  and  seen  men's  minds  divided,  1  hough  unequally,  upon 
the  suljjcct  of  the  Sacrament,  yet  after  all  declared  not  Ihciiisclvcs  in 
favour  of  the  one  side  or  the  other;  and  it  doth  not  appear  tliat  tiiey 
opened  their  mouths  cither  to  condemn  or  api)rove  either  of  the  two 
opinions." 
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IJiit  it  Nvas  manifestly  felt  that  the  attitude  of  Eiicha- 
ristic  doctrine  was  not  compromised  by  those  discus- 
sions, or  any  real  controversy  raised. 

The  treatise  of  Ratramn,  however,  proves  that  there 
were  some  at  that  time  who  represented  that  the  Body 
and  Blood  of  Christ  in  the  Eucharist  were  discernible 
by  tlM3  senses.  But  they  seem  to  have  dreamed  not  so 
much  of  the  natural  Body  and  Blood  being  exhibited 
and  received  in  their  natural  condition,  as  of  a  new 
Body  and  Blood,  consisting  of  Bread — a  "  corpus  pa- 
naceum" — and  Wine :  so  that  there  was  no  veiling' 
or  mystery,  no  outward  and  inward  part.  The  idea 
of  the  senses  being  deceived,  which  is  necessary  to 
the  theory  of  annihilation  or  transubstantiation,  does 
not  seem  to  have  occurred  to  them  :  indeed,  Ra- 
tramnus  appeals  to  the  evidence  of  the  senses  as  de- 
cisive, by  universal  admission"",  of  the  reality  of  the 
elements.  Nor  do  we  find  the  idea  of  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  elements  so  much  as  mentioned  in  the 
ninth  century,  save  once",  by  a  single  writer  (Jo- 
hannes Scotus,  or  Erigena,  circ.  850),  who  rejects  it 
as  untenable,  but  does  not  say  whether  any  one  be- 
lieved it. 

And  all  that  can  be  affirmed  of  this  century  is 
that  a  tendency  having  manifested  itself  in  some 
quarters,  probably  among  the  unlearned,  to  neglect 
or  depreciate  alternately  the  one  side  or  the  other 
of  the  Eucharistic  mystery,  Paschasius  took  occasion 

'  "Dam  quidam  dicunt  quid  nulla  sub  figura,  nulla  sub  oblatione 

fiat,  sed  ipsius  veritatis  nuda  manifestatioue."  c.  ii. 
°  "  Haec  ita  esse  dum  nemo  potest  ahnegare"  &c.  c.  x, 
"  He  says,  "  Convincere  ipsa  verba  in  cousecratiouem  panis  instituta, 

nan  decedere  Sacramento  panis  materiem."     (Johannes   Scotus,   quoted 

by  Berengarius,  Ep.  ad  fratrem  AscelLnum,   Harduin,  Acta  Concil., 

torn.  vi.  pars  2.  p.  1020.) 
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to  press  one  side,  viz.  that  the  Elements  are  the  very 
Body  and  Blood  of  Christ ;  Ratramn  and  other  writers 
the  other,  viz.  that  they  are  so  after  another  manner 
of  existence  than  the  natural  one.  Of  such  mere 
tendencies  to  error,  speedily  and  effectually  corrected 
by  the  teachers  of  the  day,  it  would  be  easy  to  find 
abundant  indications  in  far  earlier  ages.  But  to 
neither  case  can  we  properly  apply  the  name  of  con- 
troversy. 

We  may  pass  in  like  manner  through  the  tenth 
century"  without  finding  any  author  who  denies  the 
proper  existence  in  the  Eucharist,  either  of  the  ele- 
ments or  of  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ.  The 
Saxon  ^Ifrics,  Archbishops  of  York  and  Canterbury 
(1)95 — 1006),  and  others,  chiefly  insist  upon  the 
same  side  of  the  mystery  as  Ratramnus :  while  no 
writer  perhaps,  came  forward  to  vindicate  in  a  special 
manner  that  which  had  been  selected  by  Paschasius. 
Odo,  however.  Archbishop  of  Canterbury'',  (940,)  re- 
pressed a  tendency  among  his  clergy  to  view  the 
elements  as  a  mere  figure  of  the  Body  and  Blood  of 
Christ,  and  used  strong  language  as  to  the  change. 
But  we  have  no  proof  that  he  altirmcd  the  annihila- 
tion of  the  elements. 

And  the  nearest  approach  that  we  discern,  through- 
out these  centuries,  to  such  a  view,  ap})cars  in  the  form 
of  an  enquiry,  as  to  whether  the  consecrated  elements, 
though  confessed  to  be  nourishment,  were  liable  i?i  all 
respects  to  the  same  physical  processes  as  ordinary 
food.  The  idea  of  their  passing,  without  l)('iiig  cor- 
rupted, into  the   substance  of  the  human  body,  by 

°  Sec  the  liistory  of  the  century  in  L'Arrofiuc,  ch.  xvi. 
P  Edmer,  in  Parker's  Autiq.  Jirit.  Eccl.  p.  7S,  quoted  iu  llart'a  Ec- 
clesiastical Records,  [>.  201, 
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n  peculiar  exhalation  or  absorption  of  them,  had  been 
entertained  by  earlier  writers,  as  St.  Cyril  of  Jerusa- 
lem'' and  St.  Chrysostom,  and  afterwards  by  John  Da- 
mascene' in  the  eighth  century,  and  by  Amalarius  in 
the  ninth  (S20).  But  this  was  only  a  pious  theory 
as  to  the  manner  of  the  absorption  of  the  material 
elements.  Of  their  proper  substantiality  after  con- 
secration, and  of  their  consequent  power  of  nourish- 
ment, I  do  not  find  any  writer  to  have  doubted  until 
the  eleventh  century. 

Thus  were  the  writers  of  the  first  ten  centuries,  so 
far  as  we  are  informed,  only  following  out,  with  what- 
ever earnestness,  one  side  or  other  of  the  Eucharistic 
mystery.  Even  when  they  seem,  and  sometimes  seemed 
even  to  themselves,  to  be  running  counter  to  each  other, 
it  is  not  so  in  reality. 

And  thus  was  there,  as  it  should  seem,  for  ten 
centuries,  no  real  breach  made  in  the  Eucharistic 
peace  of  the  Church.  However  violent,  in  either 
direction,  the  apparent  oscillations  of  the  doctrine, 
according  as  one  side  or  the  other  of  it  was  pressed 
by  different  writers  or  periods,  it  had  all  along  in 
reality  maintained  its  stability,  and  might,  for  aught 
that  appears,  have  maintained  it  to  the  end  of  time. 

VI.  How  far  predisposing  causes  were  making  way, 
meanwhile,  for  the  acceptance  of  any  unsound  prin- 
ciple that  might  chance  to  be  propounded  at  this 
period,  shall  be  considered  presently. 

But  it  is  on  the  very  verge  of  the  eleventh  century 
that  we  seem  for  the  first  time  to  discern  a  dispo- 
sition to  maintain  in  good  earnest  a  view  of  the 
Eucharist  properly  involving  the  annihilation  of  the 

1  Catech  Mjstagog.  5.  '  Damascen.  Orthod.  Fid.  c.  xir. 
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elements.  That  which  Paschasius  cannot  be  proved 
to  have  held,  and  which,  indeed,  is  incompatible  with 
his  other  opinions,  was  not  improbably  the  opinion, 
some  time  before  the  year  999,  of  Gerbert,  who  in 
that  year  became  Pope,  by  the  title  of  Sylvester  II. 
At  least  he  denounces  the  opinion  of  those  .who  be- 
lieved the  elements  to  be  subject  in  all  respects  to 
the  accidents  of  ordinary  food ;  and  there  were  pro- 
bably others  who  shared  his  views.  It  is  true,  that 
this  opinion  does  not  necessarily  involve  a  belief  in 
the  destruction  of  the  elements ;  we  have  seen  that 
in  the  ninth  and  preceding  centuries,  so  far  as  it  was 
entertained  at  all,  it  only  indicated  a  belief  that, 
retaining  their  proper  nature,  they  were  absorbed  in 
some  peculiar  manner  into  the  human  frame.  But 
it  is  certain  that  a  few  years  later  than  the  date  of 
Gerbert,  it  began  to  be  combined  with  a  distinct 
assertion  of  the  abolition  of  the  elements;  and  it  is 
not  improbable  that  it  may  have  been  more  or  less 
distinctly  associated,  in  the  mind  of  Gerbert  and  his 
contemporaries,  with  this  view. 

It  is  not,  however,  until  nearly  the  middle  of  the 
eleventh  century,  that  we  know  for  certain  such  a 
view  to  have  been  expressly  maintained.  About  the 
year  1040,  or  somewhat  earlier,  we  find  Berengarius, 
or  Bcrengcr,  a  native  of  Tours,  and  Archdeacon  of 
Angers,  earnestly  oj)posing,  as  a  doctrine  which  hud 
obtained  considerable  currency,  the  opinion  that  the 
Eucharistic  elements  were  annihilated^  by  consecration. 

That   the    denial   of   this    position   was   the    exact 

•  This  was  tlic  position  of  Curdinal  llMiii1)crt  at  tlic  Council  at 
Rome,  1059.  "  Siisccpcrat  Burgiiiitlns  (i.e.  Iliiinhcrlus)  im/arr  paiinn 
el  riiium  in  mcnsa  Dominica  supcrcsne."  Lanfrauc.  dc  Vcritatc  Corp.  ct 
Sanf,'.  Domini. 
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charncteristic'  of  the  views  of  Berenger,  and  that  he 
fully  belirved"  the  Elements  to  be  the  Body  and 
Blood  of  Christ  is  certain,  alike  from  the  admission  of 
his  oi)poiicnts,  and  from  his  own  writings. 

Here,  then,  namely  in  the  rise  and  promulgation  of 
the  doctrine  just  described,  do  we,  for  the  first  time 
in  the  history  of  the  Church,  discern  the  deliberate 
maintenance  of  a  position  properly  fatal  to  the  old 
stability  of  Eucharistic  doctrine,  as  "overthrowing 
the  nature"  of  a  mystery  having  two  terms ;  and 
fraught,  therefore,  sooner  or  later,  with  the  seeds 
of  disunion  and  controversy  on  the  subject.  And  in 
fact,  as  we  have  seen,  we  become  aware  for  the  first 
time  of  the  existence  of  the  doctrine  by  the  opposi- 
tion offered  to  it. 

Thenceforward  controversy  properly  exists  :  not  the 
mere  contrast  between  theologians  severally  intent 
on  different  sides  of  a  mystery;  not  the  shooting 
past  each  other,  without  collision,  of  two  parallel 
lines  of  thought,  projected  from  opposite  but  not 
really  opposed  points  of  view;  but  the  meeting  and 
collision  of  properly  contradictory  and  irreconcileable 

'  Thus  Lanfranc,  one  of  his  ablest  opponents,  says,  addressing  liiin, 
"Nicolaus  Papa,  comperiens  te  docere,  panem  vinumqtie  altaris  post 
consecrationem  sine  materiali  mutatione  in  pristinis  esseiitiis  remcoiere," 
&c.     Lanfrancus  de  Sacra  Eucharistia,  Bib).  Patr.,  torn.  iv.  p.  194. 

"  Roman  writers,  as  Mabillon  and  Martene  (see  Gieseler,  ii.  411; 
Hardmck,  Middle  Age,  p.  186),  have  admitted  that  Berengarius  was 
sound  on  this  point.  And  he  himself  says,  '•  Certissimum  habete,  di- 
cere  me,  panem  et  vinum  altaris,  post  consecrationem,  Christi  esse 
retera  Corpus  et  Sanguinem  (Berengar.,  de  Sacra  Ccena,  adv.  Lan- 
francum,  p.  51;)  and  "Panem  et  Vinum  per  consecrationem  converti 
in  verum  Christi  Corpus  et  Sanguinem  evangelica  apostolicaque  simul 
autenticarum  Scripturarum  est  sententia."  Ibid.  p.  57.  His  work 
"De  Sacra  Cana"  was  lately  discovered,  and  published  at  Berlin, 
1S34.  Tor  a  brief  but  clear  account  of  the  controversy,  see  Hard- 
wick,  Middle  Age,  p.  182—186. 
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affirmations.  Nor  is  it  denied^  even  by  those  who 
maintain  that  the  old  Eucharistic  doctrine  underwent 
no  change  at  this  period,  that  in  the  direction  given 
to  Eucharistic  speculations,  and  in  the  tone  and 
manner  of  handling  the  entire  subject,  the  utmost 
possible  difference,  as  compared  with  those  of  earlier 
times,  is  henceforth  observable  in  the  West.  An 
eager  desire  to  reduce  to  the  lowest  point  the  mate- 
rial term  of  the  Eucharistic  mystery,  and  the  discnssion 
of  various  theories  by  which  this  may  be  accomplished ; 
in  short,  a  subtle  and  dialectic,  a  philosophical  and 
controversial  habit  of  thought,  strongly  contrasting  with 
the  implicit  and  unenquiiing  manner  of  the  earlier 
writers,  is  undeniably  the  characteristic  of  the  eleventh 
and  succeeding  centuries.  A  sharp  and  trenchant 
line  divides  the  Eucharistic  literature  of  this  period 
from  that  of  the  preceding  one. 

The  controversy,  too,  at  its  first  breaking  out,  was 
no  less  wide  in  its  range  than  real  in  its  issue.  For 
whereas  the  putting  forth  of  their  several  views  by 
Paschasiiis  and  Ratramiuis  was  followed,  as  we  saw, 
by  no  overt  rupture  whatever  in  the  peace  of  the 
Church,  nor  called  foith  a  single  conciliar  determina- 
tion, now  it  was  far  otherwise.  All  Europe  was 
speedily  in  connuotion.  The  newly  raised  question 
was  discussed  in  no  less  than  7iine  Western  Councils^ 

'  Cosin  (Hist,  of  Transul)stantialion,  c.  vi.  p.  153,  new  cd.)  quotos 
AIplioiisus  clc  Castro,  and  otlicr  Roman  writers  of  llic  sixtocntli  ccn- 
tui7,  as  allowing  that  "the  matter  of  transubstantiation  was  not  so 
niueh  as  touched,  or  rarely,  by  the  ancient  fathers:"  "De  transubstan- 
tiatione  panis  in  Corpus  Christi,  rara  est  in  antiquis  scriptoribua 
mentio." 

y  They  were  h(;l(l  at  (1)  Rome,  (2)  Briotna,  in  Normandy,  (3)  Vcrccil, 
(4)  Paris,  fall  in  1050,)  (5)  Tours,  105J-,  (IlihU'brand  lcs:itc),  (f>)  l<"nio, 
lO.OO,  (7)  Rome,  about  ]07'1',  (S)  Rome,  107!),  (under  Crcfrory  VII.,) 
(Oj  i'lacenza,  1005.     (Ilarduin.  Concil.  vi.  p.  2.)     Comp.  Milman,  \r.\\. 
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in  the  course  of  fifty  years,  from  1050  to  1095 ;  and 
the  East  was  from  the  first  involved  in  the  quarrel. 

As  to  the  balance  of  parties  throughout  Europe 
during  this  period,  it  is  variously  stated,  according  to 
the  bias  of  different  writers.  That  the  minds  of  men, 
however,  were  greatly  divided  hereupon,  is  admitted 
on  all  hands.  And  that  all  France,  Italy,  and  England 
were  in  the  first  instance  largely  possessed,  to  say  the 
least,  with  Berengarius'  doctrine,  is  allowed  by  writers 
most  opposed  to  him^  writing  not  long  after.  The 
fact,  on  the  other  hand,  of  his  condemnation  by  these 
councils  in  every  case  but  one — albeit  a  result  far  from 
unanimous,  and  traceable  partly  to  the  activity  of  two 
or  three  leading  opponents'",  partly  to  misrepresenta- 
tions of  his  views ^, — clearly  shews  that  the  doctrine 
impugned  by  him  was,  during  the  latter  half  of  the 
eleventh  century,  in  the  ascendant  among  the  ruling 
clergy,  and  even  in  a  great  measure  among  the  people. 

The  question  is,  whether  of  the  two  views  was  the 
novel  one :  that  which  Berengarius  represented,  and 
was  condemned  for  holding ;  or  that  which,  impugned 

Christ ianify,  vol.  iii.  p.  20.  "But  the  opinions  of  Berenger  threatened 
a  civil  war, — a  contest  within  the  Church,  within  the  clergy  itself." 

»  William  of  Malmesbury,  writing  circ.  1130,  and  Matthew  of  Paris 
(1240),  say,  "In  the  eleventh  century  all  France  was  full  of  Berenger's 
doctrine"  (in  "Wilhelm.  I.)  Matthew  of  Westminster  (1377),  says,  "  Eo- 
dem  tempore  (i.  e.  in  10S7)  Berengarius  Turouensis  omnes  Gallos,  lialos, 
et  Anglos,  suis  jam  pene  corruperat  pravitatibus." — (Flores  Hist.,  torn.  i. 
fol.  8,  ed.  1507.) 

•  As  Lanfranc ;  Humbert,  Cardinal  of  Blanche-Selva,  (to  whom 
Berengarius  positively  and  exclusively  ascribes  the  authorship  of  the 
recantation  forced  on  him  in  1059,— Berengar.  de  Sacra  Coena,  p.  25, 
ed.  Berol.  1834.) ;  and  Cardmal  Benno :  see  Hardwick,  Lliddle  Ase. 
p.  185. 

I"  "  He  was  accused,  as  usual,  of  opinions  which  he  did  not  hold,  of 
reducing  the  Sacrament  to  a  shadow,"  &c.  JSIilman,  Lat.  Ckristianity, 
p.  24;  see  Hardwick,  Middle  Age,  p.  183,  note  7. 
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by  him,  was  affirmed  in  these  councils,  and  triumphed 
throughout  the  whole  West  for  five  hundred  years. 

The  sole  point  at  issue,  be  it  remembered,  was 
whether  the  elements  lost  their  proper  nature  and  sub- 
stance, and  xoere  destroyed,  by  consecration,  or  not. 
Of  this  proposition,  Berengarius  (while  fully  recog- 
nising the  consecrated  Elements  as  the  Body  and 
Blood  of  Christ)  maintained  the  negative ;  his  oppo- 
nents the  affirmative. 

Now  I  have  ventured  to  assert,  that  no  instance 
of  the  doctrine  of  the  annihilation  of  the  elements 
being  enunciated  and  adopted  as  an  opinion  can  be 
found  in  either  the  East  or  West  much  before  the  year 
1040.  And  if  this  be  so,  then  in  this  sense,  at  any 
rate,  namely,  as  a  position  consciously  and  delibe- 
rately maintained,  it  must  be  allowed  that  that  opinion 
was  new. 

But  there  are  also  indications  that  even  as  a  notion, 
and  in  however  latent  a  form,  it  had  not  long  been 
entertained.  For  example,  we  have  seen  that,  in  the 
first  instance  at  least,  the  popular  feeling  was  con- 
fessedly, to  a  great  extent,  with  Berengarius.  Now 
it  is  certain,  and  will  be  pointed  out  presently,  that 
the  tendency  of  the  general  mind  on  Eucharistic  sub- 
jects had  for  a  long  time  past  been  in  the  opposite 
direction,  and  towards  whatever  magnified  and  en- 
hanced the  mysterious  character  of  the  elements  ;  not 
toward  any  view  that  tended  to  lower  it.  And  it  is 
incredible  that,  in  the  face  of  such  a  tendency,  Beren- 
garius should  have  been  able,  as  some  historians <=  re- 

•■  "Tlic  opinions  of  Eorongcr  were  widely  disseminated  l)y  tlic  poor 
Bcliolars  who  wandered  al)Out  the  eouiitry  from  tlie  sehool  at  Tours,  and 
wlio  were  maintained  at  the  cost  of  Berenger." — Mihnau,  vol.  iii.  i).  "IW. 
But  this  cause  is  totally  inaderjuatc  to  produce  sueh  an  effect  iii  sueh 
times. 
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present  the  matter,  to  procure  such  wide  acceptance 
for  a  doctrine  novel  and  unheard-of  hitherto,  and 
which  detracted  so  far  from  the  mysteriousness  of 
the  elements,  by  representing  that  they  retained  their 
natural  properties.  He  must  \\k^%  found^  the  mass 
of  men  in  that  opinion  already:  he  did  not  —  we 
may  with  some  confidence  say  he  could  not — make 
them  so. 

But  further,  in  the  very  last  council  in  which  he 
was  condemned  during  his  life-time  (1079),  there  was 
confessedly  a  considerable  party  of  the  clergy  that 
sided  with  him.  Above  all,  the  presiding  Pope  him- 
self, Gregory  VII. ,  (who  indeed,  as  legate,  had  pro- 
nounced his  acquittal  at  Tours  in  1054),  so  far  from 
thinking  it  certain  or  clear  which  was  the  old  view 
and  which  the  new,  or  whether  of  the  two  would 
triumph  in  the  council,  instituted  a  solemn  fast  "to 
the  end  that  God  would  shew  whether  the  Church 
of  Rome  or  Berengarius  were  in  the  truest  opinion." 

All  these  things  duly  considered ; — the  entire  ab- 
sence of  any  direct  affirmation  of  the  doctrine  until 
the  year  1040; — the  strength  in  which  the  side  of 
Berengarius  mustered,  notwithstanding  the  confessed 
tendencies  of  the  age ; — the  divisions  of  opinion  to 
the  very  last  in  the  councils  of  Rome  herself; — to 
which  has  to  be  added,  as  we  shall  see  hereafter,  the 
remarkable  fact  that  not  even  Rome  has  ever  ven- 
tured, at  any  period  subsequent  to  this  century,  to 
maintain  the  doctrine  in  the  same  stringent  form,  and 
in  its  necessary  results : — it  seems  that  the  only  con- 

^  He  himself  claims  the  sympathies  of  a  very  large  class  through- 
out the  whole  Church ;  speaking  of  those  "  qui  per  mfinita  terrarum 
spatia,  gavisi  sunt,  gaudent,  gaudebuntque  pro  veritate  per  me  asserta." 
— De  Sacra  Ccena,  p.  27. 
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elusion  we  can  possibly  come  to,  is  that  the  opinion 
of  the  annihilation  of  the  elements,  when  first  opposed 
by  Berengarius  about  1035  or  1040,  had  then, — say 
within  half  a  century, — but  newly  arisen  or  found 
any  supporters;  and  that  in  the  lapse  of  that  time 
it  had  been  systematized,  and  (from  causes  to  be 
noticed  presently)  made  great  though  by  no  means 
unexampled  progress.  The  alternative  supposition, 
— namely,  that  Berengarius  invented  the  doctrine, — 
is  beset  by  real  and  indeed  insuperable  difficulties. 

While,  therefore,  it  is  easy  to  speak  of  the  "  heresy 
of  Berengarius  ^"  meaning  thereby  the  doctrine  that 
the  elements  retain  their  being  and  proper  nature  after 
consecration :  the  onus  probandi  in  reality  rests,  with 
a  weight  not  easily  to  be  shaken  off,  upon  those  who 
would  represent  that  the  contrary  opinion  was  ever 
seriously  entertained  before  his  days. 

One  thing  only  remains  to  be  accounted  for ;  namely, 
why,  at  this  particular  period,  an  opinion  destructive 
of  the  due  proportions  of  Eucharistic  doctrine  should 
not  merely  have  occurred  to  men's  minds  (which  it 
would  seem  to  have  done  before  0,  but  be  eagerly  ac- 
cepted, and  deliberately  formalized,  and  within  a  short 
time  obtain  the  ascendancy  in  the  Western  Church. 

But  a  fully  adequate  account  of  this  is,  as  I  con- 
ceive, to  be  found ;  chiefly  in  the  condition  to  which 
the  Eucharistic  Ritual  of  the  West,  of  the  continental 
Churches  more  especially,  had  by  this  time  been  re- 
duced. 

VV^e  have  seen  that  in  the  full  })roportion8  of  Eu- 
charistic ritual,  conserved  in  numerous  similarly  con- 
stituted Liturgies  throughout  the  world,  lay  the  or- 
dained safeguard  for  the  integrity  of  I'^uciiaristic  doc- 
•  Fleury,  Muratori,  &c.  '  Sec  above,  p.  K),  note  u. 

IS. 
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trine.  But  in  the  West,  Eucharistic  ritual  had,  first 
of  all,  long  been  exclusively  represented  by  a  single 
Office,  or  type  of  Office,  the  Roman.  There  had  been 
of  old,  even  in  the  West,  taken  by  itself,  much  more 
in  the  Church  Universal,  a  great  commonwealth  of 
Liturgies.  For  besides  the  numerous  Eastern  forms, 
Rome  and  Africa^,  Milan  and  Aquileia^,  France  and 
Spain  and  Britain,  had  had  each  one  their  several  and 
distinct,  however  related  Offices.  And  from  the  fifth  to 
the  seventh  century  there  were  various  liturgical  inter- 
communications between  these  Churches,  which  would 
tend  to  check  unhealthy  development  in  any  par- 
ticular quarter.  But  between  the  seventh  and  tenth 
centuries  all  the  other  Liturgies  had  been  either  ab- 
solutely superseded '  by  that  of  Rome,  or  assimilated  ^ 
to  it;  so  that  one  tenor  of  Eucharistic  ritual  now 
prevailed  throughout  Europe.  Moreover,  intercourse 
with  the  East  had  during  the  same  period  been  very 
partial,  and  that  mainly  of  a  hostile  kind :  so  tharfc 
though  the  Greek  ritual  was  not  absolutely  ^  unknown 

8  The  Liturgy  of  Africa,  though  closely  similar  to  that  of  Rome,  was 
certainly  not  identical  with  it.  (See  Palmer,  Orig.  Lit.,  vol.  i.,  Disserta- 
tion, sect,  viii.)  It  more  probably  dated,  like  many  others,  as  to  some 
of  its  features,  from  the  Day  of  Pentecost  itself.  See  below.  Part  11. 
eh.  ii.  on  the  Primitive  form  of  Litiu-gy. 

'•  On  the  curious  independent  Rite  of  Aquileia,  see  the  little  that  is 
known  ap.  Le  Brun,  Explication  de  la  Messe,  torn.  ii.  pp.  220—227.  It 
was  called  tlie  "  Patriarchine  Rite." 

'  Viz.  the  British  circ  600;  the  Gallican  in  790  (Le  Brun,  tom.  ii. 
p.  228) ;  the  Spanish  in  1060—1074,  (Palmer,  Diss.  sect,  x.) 

■'  Viz.  the  Aquileian  and  the  Milanese,  gradually,  in  the  course  of 
ages. 

'  "For  a  century  and  a  half  at  least  (880—1024)  the  marks  of  inter- 
communion (between  East  and  West)  are  slight  and  discontinuous. 
Yet  (circ.  1024)  public  worship,  according  to  the  ritual  of  the  Greeks, 
wa.s  tolerated  at  Rome,  and  the  converse  at  Byzantium,"  until  in  1053 
Michael  Cerularius,  the  Patriarch,  forbade  the  use  of  the  Roman  rite  in 
his  province.— Hardwick,  Middle  Ages,  p.  206. 
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to  the  Latin  Church,  it  was  unUkely  to  exercise  any 
practical  influence  in  Eucharistic  questions. 

But  not  only  had  this  single  form  of  the  Eucharistic 
Rite  thus  become  dominant,  and  been  removed  from 
the  beneficial  juxtaposition  and  influe^ice  of  its  litur- 
gical compeers :  but  its  own  internal  proportions  had 
also  been  materially  altered,  and  its  proper  balance  de- 
stroyed. The  old  Roman  Rite,  compared  with  what 
it  had  been  in  the  days  of  Gelasius  (494)  or  earlier, 
or  even  with  what  it  was  when  brought  into  this 
country  by  Augustine  in  597,  had  in  some  respects, 
by  the  eleventh  century,  shrunk  to  the  shadow  of  its 
former  self.  And,  unhappily,  its  proportions  had 
become  most  unequal.  Large  practical  and  popular 
elements  of  it,  more  especially,  had  one  by  one  fallen 
into  desuetude.  The  people's  part  in  it,  and  con- 
sequently its  aspect  as  a  general  act  of  the  Church, 
had  been  reduced  to  the  very  lowest  point.  It  had, 
there  is  no  question,  like  all  other  Liturgies,  originally 
contained  full  and  anqjle  acts  of  intercession  and 
pleading,  and  again  of  praise,  joined  in  by  the  whole 
people.  Two  Litanies  of  considerable  length  would 
seem  to  have  been  ejected""  from  it  before  the  tenth 
century.  The  Gloria  in  excelsis,  and  the  Nicenc 
Creed,  previously,  as  is  most  probable,  constant  fwi- 
tures,  were  reserved  for  festal  occasions.  The  psal- 
mody, reading  of  Scripture,  and  canticles,  which,  as 
features  of  the  Ordinary  Offices,  were  by  ancient 
rule"  attached  or  prefixed  rather  to  the  Eucharistic 

■"  Goar,  Euchologium,  p.  38,  n.  2;  p.  100,  note  02.— Bonn,  Her.  \M. 
ii.  4.  3:  "Post  Ki/rie,  prolixas  preces  pro  omni  statu  hoininuni  rccituii 

consuevisse rermansit  Lie  ritu.s  in  Ecclcsia  Latinu  usque  ad  sepcu- 

lum  ix.,  ut  obscrvat  Goar."     See  below,  Part  II.  eh.  ii.  and  iii. 

°  "  Missa  privata  (i.  e.  ordinary  cclcljration)  sultem  post  Matulinum 
et  Laudes  dici  potest,"  (Kubr.  Gcncralcs,  Missalc  Ilom.)     The  old  Eng- 

£  2 
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Rite,  and  in  many  ways  woven  up  into  one  contex- 
ture with  it,  had  by  this  time  probably  ceased  to  be 
so  used,  at  least  congregationally.  And,  not  least  of 
all,  the  decay  of  the  Latin  as  a  living  language,  while 
the  Otfices  continued  to  be  said  in  it,  had  consum- 
mated throughout  Europe  the  evaporation  and  drying 
up,  so  to  speak,  of  one  whole  side  and  department  of 
Eucharistic  service, — that  in  which  the  body  of  the 
faithful  anciently  expressed  themselves,  and  took  their 
part  in  the  great  Eucharistic  Action. 

And  in  truth  the  use  of  the  Service,  as  was  natural 
under  all  these  circumstances,  had  come  to  be  con- 
fined in  a  great  degree,  and  on  all  ordinary  occa- 
sions, to  the  clergy. 

The  withdrawal  of  the  people's  portion  of  the  Office 
had  in  part  caused,  in  part  perhaps  been  caused  by, 
the  withdrawal  of  the  people  themselves.  From  the 
sixth  century  onward,  the  neglect  of  the  laity  to  take 
their  part  in  the  celebration  of  the  Eucharist  had  been 
gradually  on  the  increase  in  the  West.  For  the  ancient 
rule",  still  observed  in  the  East  until  long  after ^,  that 
any  who  should  fail  to  receive  for  three  successive 
Sundays  should  be  excommunicated,  w^as  in  many 
places  early  exchanged  for   one*^    which   recognised 

lish  rule  was  more  stringent  still :  "  Nullus  Sacerdos  Parochialis  prse- 
siimat  Missam  celebrare,  priusquam  Matutinale  persolverit  officium,  et 
Primam  et  Terfiam  de  die."  Council  of  Oxford,  a.d.  1322,  after  a 
Constitution  of  Abp.  Raynold.  The  "  Matms"  here  mentioned  included 
"  Lauds,"  as  Lyndwood  observes.  See  Maskell,  Ancient  English  Liturgy, 
p.  153,  Ed.  1846.  The  rule  of  the  Greek  Church  is  the  same:  " Lau- 
dibus  Matutinis  Primce  recitatio  jungitur:  ante  Primam  enim  dictam, 
nefa.^  Graecis  liturgiam  aggredi."     Goar,  Euchol.  p.  47,  n.  39. 

"  Concil.  Eliberit.,  circ.  a.d.  305,  can.  21. 

"  So  Theodore  of  Tarsus,  Abp.  of  Canterbury,  testifies,  a.d.  66S. 
(Scudamore,  Communion  of  the  Laity,  ii.  20.) 

"  Concil  Agath.  (Agde),  a.d.  506,  can.  18 ;  Concil.  Augustod.  (Au- 
tun),  A.D.  670,  can.  14;  Excerpt.  Ecgbriht,  a.d.  740,  can.  38;  ^Ifric, 
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communion  thrice  in  the  year.  During  the  same 
period,  the  permission  to  be  present  at  the  celebra- 
tion without  receiving,  was  introduced,  to  the  aban- 
donment of  the  ancient  and  universal ""  rule  to  the 
contrary. 

It  was  impossible  but  that  these  circumstances 
should  greatly  w^eaken  and  unhinge  that  old  con- 
ception of  the  Eucharist,  according  to  which  it  was 
very  principally,  if  not  as  its  primary  and  most  in- 
defeasible aspect,  the  presentation  to  God,  in  mys- 
terious and  intimate  union  with  the  Sacrifice  of 
Christ,  of  the  body  of  faithful  worshippers. 

And  thus  the  Roman  Communion  OfRce  of  the 
centuries  immediately  preceding  the  eleventh  exhi- 
bited the  spectacle  of  a  solemn  and  mysterious  rite, 
whose  proper  motive  and  purpose  had  been  to  a 
great  degree  withdrawn  from  it.  It  was  a  vast  and 
ever-moving  ritual  machinery,  which  had  ceased  in 
a  great  measure  to  discharge  its  ancient  and  designed 
functions,  and  yet  for  which  no  other  had  hitherto 
been  found.  The  altar  lacked  for  the  most  part  the 
very  sacrifice  which  it  had  been  divinely  built  to  pre- 
sent. The  temple  remained ;  but  its  noblest  and  truest 
priesthood  had  all  but  abdicated  their  office. 

circ.  995  ;  Canute,  circ.  1020.  See  these  and  other  similar  enactments, 
collected  by  Scudamore,  "  Communion  of  the  Laity,"  p.  80 — 87.  St. 
Bede,  in  the  eighth  century,  says  that  "even  the  more  religious  laity 
did  not  presum^'  (an  indication  of  the  feeling  growing  up  with  re- 
ference to  the  Eucharist)  "  to  communicate  iu  the  most  holy  mysteries 
except  on  Christmas  day,  Epiphany,  and  Easter."  He  urged  (testify- 
ing, as  a  remarkable  thing,  that  Ecgbriht  had  seen  it  at  Rome,) 
that  persons  might  communicate  without  scruple  on  every  Sunday 
and  saint's  day. 

'  See  above,  p.  29,  note  t.  The  Kcv.  W.  E.  Scudamore,  in  his  work 
there  referred  to,  traces  the  growth  of  the  inuovatiou;  sec  his  Second 
Ciiaptcr,  pp.  70 — 80. 
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The  natural  effect  of  the  Ritual's  having  been  thus 
shorn  of  one  whole  department  of  its  proper  operation 
— the  pcoj)le's  part  in  it, — the  presentation  of  the  rea- 
sonable and  lively  sacrifice  of  the  souls  and  bodies 
of  Christian  men, — was  to  fix  attention,  with  an  in- 
tensity and  exclusiveness  hitherto  unknown,  on  an- 
other feature  of  it,  namely,  the  material  elements,  con- 
sidered in  themselves.  The  old  Eucharistic  phrase- 
ology with  reference  to  these,  still  remaining  in  the 
ritual,  testified  to  very  exalted  and  mysterious  cha- 
racters and  function  ^  as  belonging  to  the  consecrated 
Tilings.  But  one  exalted  purpose  of  them,  to  unite 
the  worshippers  to  the  One  Sacrifice,  they  had  now 
ceased,  except  on  rare  occasions,  to  answer. 

Even  that  other  function  divinely  assigned  to  them, 
of  being  a  means  of  pleading  and  presenting  that  Sa- 
crifice in  the  most  effectual  manner,  would  be  likely  to 
seem  an  insufficient  final  cause  for  such  exalted  and 
mysterious  language,  or  for  so  solemn  a  ritual.  The 
mind  craved  a  further  aim  and  purpose  both  for  these, 
and  for  its  own  feelings  of  reverent  awe.  Any  view 
which  should  provide  such  an  object,  by  elevating 
the  elements  into  a  new  condition  and  sphere  of  esti- 
mation, would  be  likely  to  meet  with  eager  accept- 
ance. 

Add  to  this,  that  scholasticism,  or  the  habit  of  ana- 
lyznig  and  systematizing  Church  doctrines  on  philo- 
sophical principles,  had  from  the  beginning  of  the 
tenth  century'  obtained  a  footing  in  Europe,  and  was 
peculiarly  cultivated  in  the  monastery  presided  over 
by  Lanfranc,  Bcrengarius'  ablest  opponent,  to  whom 

*  See  below,  sect.  xiv. 

'  Johannes  Scotus  (or  Erigena)  had  introduced  it  about  the  year  875. 
Hardwick,  Middle  Ages,  p.  172. 
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Ave  may  with  probability  ascribe  the  systematization 
of  this  subject. 

Thus,  what  practical  unfaithfulness  in  the  matter 
of  Divine  worship,  joined  to  the  accidental  desuetude 
of  the  old  language,  had  paved  the  way  for,  the  pride 
of  intellectual  subtlety  consummated.  The  new  doc- 
trine of  the  absolute  annihilation  of  the  Eucharistic 
elements — (and  "  Transubstantiation,"  as  it  had  now 
come  to  be  called,  is  but  another  way,  designed  to  be 
philosophical,  of  expressing  this,) — had  only  to  be  pro- 
pounded to  find  ready  admission,  to  be  at  once  re- 
duced to  system  by  the  learned,  and  to  become  in  a 
very  short  time  the  creed  of  the  West.  By  the  intro- 
duction of  this  idea,  the  one  insuperable  barrier  which 
had  hitherto  existed  against  unlimited  exaltation  of 
the  elements  was  removed.  There  could  be  no  risk  of 
idolatry  now,  since  there  was  no  natural  substance  to 
share  whatever  worship  might  be  directed  to  the  seem- 
ing, but  no  longer  real  elements  of  bread  and  wine. 
All  difference  between  the  mode  of  Christ's  manifesta- 
tion of  Himself  on  earth  or  in  heaven,  and  in  the  Eu- 
charist, might  now  be  proclaimed  to  be  done  away. 

And  accordingly  from  this  time  a  variety  of  Eucha- 
ristic dogmas  and  practices, — confessed  even  by  those 
who  represent  them  as  legitimate  deductions  from  the 
ancient  faith,  to  be  7ieWy — flow  in  in  rapid  succession. 
Such  is  the  affirmation  that  not  only  the  Body  and  Blood 
of  Christ,  but  His  Soul  and  Divinity,  and  so  His  entire 
Person"  as  God  and  Man,  are  contained  in  the  conse- 
crated Elements,  and  even  in  each  of  them "",  so  that 

"  See  below,  sect,  xiv.,  for  proof  tliat  tliis  is  contrary  to  the  doctrine 
of  the  ancient  liturgies.  St.  Ansclm  (1093)  is  the  first  who  is  known 
to  have  asserted  it,  and  the  doctrine  of  Concomitance  built  on  it. 

*  Concil.  Trid.  xiii.  can.  3:    "Si  quis  negaverit,  in  Sacramento  sub 
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reception  of  either  is  sufficient.  Such  the  identification  ^ 
of  thcni  with  tlie  Creator  of  heaven  and  earth,  and  the 
distinct  chiim  of  Divine  worship  as  due  to  thera,  even 
as  to  Ahnighty  God  in  heaven  : — a  claim  affirmed  in 
decrees"  and  embodied  in  rubrics  %  ordaining  the 
elevation  and  worship  of  them  on  consecration.  Such 
the  strong  and  all  but  unqualified  assertion  of  an 
actual  repetition^  of  the  Immolation  or  Sacrifice  of 
Christ,  every  time  the  Eucharist  is  celebrated. 

Thus  was  the  doctrine  of  the  annihilation  of  the 
elements  eagerly  caught  at  by  the  mediaeval  Western 
Church,  as  giving  full  scope  to  the  tendency  already  ex- 
isting, to  develope  one  side  of  the  Eucharistic  mystery 
at  the  expense  of  the  other.  Thus  too  did  it  supply 
the  very  thing  of  which  they  stood  in  need ;  namely, 
an  adequate  account  to  render  of  the  mysterious  and 

unaquaque  specie,  et  sub  singulis  cuj usque  speciei  partibus  totum 
Cliristum  coutineri ;  anathema  sit." 

^  Coneil.  Trid.  xiii.  c.  v. :  "  Nam  ilium  eundem  Deum  prsesentem  in 
eo  (Sacramento,  i.  e.  the  Elements)  quem  Pater  seternus,"  &c.  The 
earliest  statement  of  this  kind  is  perhaps  in  1097,  in  a  council  under 
Urban  II. :  "  The  hands  of  the  clergy  create  God  their  Creator."  Jer. 
Taylor,  R.  P.,  Preface. 

'  "  Nullus  itaque  dubitandi  locus  relinquitur,  quin  omnes  Cliristi 
fideles.../tf//7'<p  cult  urn,  qui  vera  Deo  debet  ur,  huic  sanctissimo  Sacra- 
mento cxhibeant."     Cone.  Trid.  i. 

*  "Prolatis  verbis  consecrationis,  statim  Hostiam  consecratam  genu- 
fexus  adorat ;  . .  deponit  calicem,...genuflexus  adorat  ;...surgit,  osten- 
dit  populo."  Canon  Missae,  Missale  Rom.,  from  about  the  thirteenth 
century. 

^  Catechism.  Trident,  ii.  77  :  "  Nobis  visibile  sacrificium  reliquit,  quo 
cruentum  illud,  semel  in  cruce  paulo  post  immolandum  instaura- 
retur."  lb.  83  :  "  Unum  itaque  et  idem  sacrificium  esse  fatemur  et 
haberi  debet,  quod  in  missa  peragitur,  et  quod  in  cruce  oblatum  est." 
Still  stronger  and  less  equivocal  expressions  occur  in  various  writers 
since  the  eleventh  century.  Some  countenance  for  them  may  no  doubt 
be  found  m  earlier  writers,  as  St.  Chrysostom.  But  there  is  every  rea- 
son  for  saying  that  ihei/  used  them  in  a  hyperbolical  way,  not  as  insist- 
ing on  their  absolute  truth.  They  are  not  found  in  the  ancient  litur- 
gies.     See  below,  sect.  xii. — xiv. 
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elevated  cliaracter  of  the  Eucliaristic  Rite ; — a  defi- 
nite work  and  purpose  for  it  to  accomplish  in  place 
of  that  which  it  had  to  so  great  a  degree  ceased  to 
discharge ; — a  new  centre  or  centres  for  the  gravita- 
tion of  its  mighty  forces,  and  its  intense  devotional 
expressions,  in  lieu  of  that  which  had  been,  so  to 
speak,  unsphered.  In  the  creating  and  providing  on 
earth  of  a  present  Object  of  Divine  Worship,  and  in 
the  actual  repetition,  toties  quoties,  of  the  Sacrifice  of 
the  death  of  Christ,  were  that  work  and  purpose  de- 
clared to  consist,  and  those  centres  found.  These 
have  practically  been,  from  that  hour  onward,  in  the 
view  of  the  Roman  Church,  the  principal  and  supreme 
purposes  of  the  Rite  :  others,  such  as  reception  of  the 
Elements*'  by  the  people, — and  thence  their  presenta- 
tion of  themselves  as  a  spiritual  sacrifice  mysteriously 
united,  through  reception,  with  that  of  Christ, — practi- 
cally occupying  a  very  subordinate  position,  and  form- 
ing no  necessary  part  of  the  ritual. 

The  rite  had,  indeed,  to  be  materially  altered,  and 
new  interpretations  put  upon  various  parts  of  it,  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  new  theory.  Such 
alterations  were  accordingly  made,  and  such  new 
interpretations  devised.  There  was  one  very  solemn 
part  of  the  rite,  common  to  all  liturgies,  the  "  bowing 
down"  in  the  prospect  of  reception  of  the  mysterious 
Gifts.  This,  in  the  West,  had  long  ago  lost  its  proper 
meaning  by  the  desuetude  of  the  people's  communion. 
But  to  interpret  it  as  an  act  of  worship  of  the  Ele- 
ments would  not  answer  the  purpose,  since  it  came  at 

'  A  sense  of  the  real  iinporiancc  of  this  is  indeed  marked  by  the 
theory  of  vicarious  reception  by  the  celebrant  for  the  people.  (See 
above,  p.  29,  note  s.)  But  what  is  this  but  an  ill-conccivcd  homage 
which  error  pays  to  truth  ? 
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some  considerable  interval  after  the  consecration.  A 
ni'w  act  of  tliis  kind,  for  j)riest  and  people,  follow- 
ing immediately  upon  consecration,  was  necessary  to 
be  introduced,  and  was  introduced  accordingly.  An- 
other part  of  the  rite,  further  on,  also  found  in  all  an- 
cient Communion  Offices,  desired  that  the  consecrated 
Things  might  be  carried  up  to  the  heavenly  Altar  ^  in 
order  to  their  profitable  reception ;  another,  of  their 
being  creatures^  of  God's  Hand.  The  one  passage 
was  clearly  incompatible  with  the  view  that  the  Ele- 
ments were  no  less  than  Christ  Himself;  the  other 
with  the  denial  that  they  retained  the  nature  of  bread 
and  wune.  These  difficulties  were  explained  as  they 
best  might :  but  the  explanations  carry  upon  the  face 
of  them  the  condemnation,  on  the  ground  of  entire 
novelty,  of  the  belief  which  rendered  them  necessary. 
In  the  words  of  a  recent  ritualist^,  it  must  be  admitted 
that  "  Anciently  matters  were  not  so :  before  such 
novelties  were  introduced  into  the  Faith  of  the 
Church,  one  part  of  her  Service  harmonized  with  an- 
other, and  there  was  no  need,  [such]  as  the  Roman 
doctors  now  cannot  but  acknowledge,  to  explain 
away  any  prayer,  that  it  might  not  contradict  openly 
statements  to  which  she  had  unadvisedly  been  com- 
mitted. No  longer,  as  they  once  could,  can  those 
branches  of  the  Catholic  Church,  which  are  in  com- 
munion with  Rome,  point  boldly  to  their  Liturgy, 
and  say  that  the  prayers  and  ceremonies  and  observ- 

"*  For  the  true  explanation  of  this  feature  of  the  rite,  see  below, 
sect.  xiv. 

*  "Per  quern  hsec  omnia  Domine  semper  bona  creas,  sanctificas,"  &c. 
Canon  Missae  Kom.  Comp.  Cosin's  Notes  on  the  Prayer-book,  p.  108. 
See  the  very  violent  interpretations  of  the  former  passage  in  Bona,  Rer. 
Lit.  ii.  13.  4. 

'  Maskell,  Anc.  Liturgy,  p.  99 ;  see  also  p.  108. 
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ances,  which  it  contains,  are  to  be  interpreted  in  an 
honest  acceptation,  and  in  their  ancient  and  true 
meaning." 

Thus  the  Roman  Church  succeeded,  indeed,  in  im- 
posing upon  the  entire  West  the  new  belief  which  she 
had  adopted ;  but  at  the  expense  of  her  own  ancient 
traditions.  It  could  not  be  accomplished  without 
altering  the  letter,  and  disorganizing  and  falsifying 
the  spirit,  of  her  Apostolically  descended  ritual. 

Such,  then,  is  the  true  account  of  that  remarkable 
event  in  the  Church's  history,  the  breaking  up,  in  the 
West,  of  her  long-enjoyed  condition  of  peace  and 
harmony  on  the  subject  of  the  Holy  Eucharist. 

Nor  can  that  ancient  condition  of  truth  and  peace 
ever  be  restored  in  any  other  way,  than  by  the  aban- 
donment, on  the  part  of  the  great  Church  of  the 
West,  of  the  novel  dogmas  and  practices  then  intro- 
duced by  her,  joined  to  the  restoration  of  those  old 
protective  influences,  the  decay  of  which  left  her  an 
easy  prey  to  such  views  as  soon  as  they  were  pro- 
pounded. 

There  must  be  an  entire  and  ex  animo  abandonment, 
first  of  all,  of  that  which  is  in  reality  the  hinge  upon 
which  all  the  other  errors  turn,  and  which,  never- 
theless, she  has  never  been  able  to  make  good,  or 
really  to  hold, — the  annihilation  of  the  Elements  by 
consecration.  The  identification  of  those  Elements 
with  Christ  Himself,  in  the  entirety  of  His  I'erson, 
instead  of,  according  to  the  ancient  truth,  with  His 
Body  and  Blood,  must  be  abandoned  no  less.  From 
her  rubrics  and  dogmas  must  also  be  removed  the 
assertion  and  the  practice  of  divine  worship  as  due 
to  the  Elements,  as  being  no  other  than  the  Creator 
of  heaven  and  earth  ;  and  the  withholding  of  the  Cup 
from  all  but  the  celebrant. 
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I>ut  more  than  this,  yet  older  histances  of  ritual 
unt'aithfuhicss  must  be  amended.  The  due  balance 
of  the  OHice  nuist  be  restored  by  the  bringing  back 
of  the  old  litanies  and  acts  of  praise,  or  equivalents  for 
them,  and  by  the  resuscitation  of  the  Ordinary  Offices. 
And  to  crown  all,  that  attendance  at  the  rite  with- 
out reception,  which  is  utterly  incompatible  wath  the 
whole  theory  of  it,  which  to  the  faithful  of  the  first 
four  centuries  would  have  been  as  utterly  incompre- 
hensible as  it  was  absolutely  unknown,  and  which 
rests  mainly  on  misconception  of  the  true  character 
belonging  by  Christ's  ordinance  to  the  consecrated 
Elements,  must  be  abolished  likewise. 

These  are  the  main  points  that  imperatively  call 
for  correction.  Other  corruptions  ^  there  are,  dating 
even  from  the  days  of  Leo  and  Gelasius,  which  would 
need  to  be  amended  too,  ere  the  Apostolic  model  of 
service  could  be  once  more  beheld  in  the  continental 
Churches  of  the  West,  and  the  great  breach  of  the 
eleventh  century  fully  repaired. 

VII.  We  may  next  consider  the  aspect  presented 
by  the  Universal  Church  since  that  event,  as  far  as 
regards  the  Eucharistic  Mystery. 

1.  The  final  separation  into  two  great  divisions  of  East 
and  West,  difi'ering  on  certain  specified  points  of  doc- 
trine and  ritual,  was,  after  being  long  imminent,  finally 
consummated  by  an  interchange  of  anathemas  in  the 
year  1054^  the  very  year,  by  a  singular  coincidence, 

'  See  above,  p.  9,  note  g. 

"  Hardw-ick,  Midflle  Ages,  p.  200.  In  1053  the  Patriarch  Cenilarius 
wrote  an  attack  on  the  Western  Church,  (see  Baronius,  Annal.,  an. 
1053).  Humbert  replied.  The  papal  legates,  invited  by  the  emperor, 
(lost),  were  unable  to  come  to  any  terms.  Their  writ  of  excommuni- 
cation, placed  on  the  altar  of  St.  Sophia,  (July  16),  was  followed  by 
an  anathema  from  Cerularius  and  Ids  clergy.  The  other  Greek  patri- 
ai-chates  sided  with  Constauthiople. 
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in  which  Berengarius  was  acquitted  at  Tours.  Among 
the  considerations  by  which  the  Western  side,  at  least 
as  represented  by  Cardinal  Humbert,  was  influenced 
in  coming  to  a  rupture,  the  Eastern  belief  that  the 
elements  retain  their  proper  nature  and  qualities  after 
consecration,  is  undoubtedly  to  be  reckoned  \  though 
it  was  not  formally  alleged  ;  since  Humbert  vehemently 
reproaches  the  Greeks  with  holding  it.  And  from 
the  date  of  the  rupture  accordingly,  these  two  great 
branches  of  the  Church  exhibit  diametrically  oppo- 
site phenomena  with  reference  to  the  mystery  of  the 
Eucharist. 

The  Western  mind  is  thenceforth  largely  and  in- 
tently occupied  in  discussing,  defining,  and  contesting 
it.  Here  the  annihilation  view  is  dominant :  it  is 
systematized  by  the  schoolmen,  and  imposed  with 
increasing  stringency  by  councils ;  as  by  that  of  Late- 
ran  in  1215,  of  Florence  in  1493,  and  of  Trent  in 
1551,  (Oct.  11).J 

Not  but  that,  even  in  the  Roman  Church  itself,  a 
reactionary  shrinking  from  the  doctrine,  as  at  first 
enunciated,  visibly  and  confessedly  took  place.  Rarely 
even  by  individual  writers,  never  perhaps  in  any  council, 
was  the  awful  and  even  revolting  language  forced  by 

'  Humbert,  being  sent  on  an  embassy  to  the  Greeks  by  Pope  Leo 
IX.  in  1053,  reviled  them  in  coarse  language,  for  believing  that  tlie 
Eucharistic  elements  break  the  fast,  and  arc  otherwise  subject  to  the 
conditions  of  common  food.  (Humbert,  Bibl.  Patr.,  tom.  iv.  p.  295.) 
Alger,  a  Cluniac  monk  (circ.  11  ^O),  bears  the  same  testimony  as  to  tlie 
K.'Lstcm  opinion.  (Algerus  dc  Corporc  et  Sanguine  Christ i,  Bibl.  Pair., 
tom.  vi.  p.  320.) 

J  Vid.  Concil.  IV.  Later,  c.  i. :  Epistola  Eugenii  IV.  a  Concilio  Flo- 
rentine approbata:  Concil.  Trid.  Sess.  13,  can  2:  "Si  quis  dixerit  in 
sacrosancto  Eueharistico  sacramento  rcmancre  substantiani  panis  et 
vini  .  .  .  anatliema  sit."  Cf.  Catechism  Trid  ,  \rdVH  ii.  37.  Sec  I  lard- 
wick's  Information,  p.  312. 
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the  fiery  Humbert  upon  Berengarius  in  the  council  at 
Rome  (1059),  resumed  or  enforced  as  an  article  of 
faith;  viz.,  "that  the  body  and  blood  of  Christ  are 
scnsualli/,  not  only  in  Sacrament  (or  mysteriously), 
but  in  truth,  handled  in  the  hands  of  the  Priests, 
broken  and  crushed  by  the  teeth  of  the  faithful^ ."  In 
this  respect,  of  exactness  and  coarseness  of  physical 
dftinition,  Rome  herself,  as  represented  at  the  Lateraa 
and  Trent  councils,  manifests  a  strong  though  tacit 
reaction  against  the  positions  at  first  taken  up  against 
Berengarius.  The  Lateran,  in  1215,  affirmed  nothing 
as  to  the  annihilation  of  the  elements,  but  only  the 
change  of  their  substance  into  that  of  the  Body  and 
Blood  of  Christ.  And  Innocent  III.,  the  real  author 
of  that  decree,  mentions  \  without  blaming  it,  the 
opinion  that  the  substance  remained. 

The  Council  of  Trent  does,  indeed,  affirm  that 
the  substance  is  abolished.  But  there  is  a  most  im- 
portant point,  which,  though  in  the  eleventh  cen- 
tury maintained  with  the  utmost  confidence,  as  a 
necessary  truth,  viz.  that  the  co7isecrated  elements 
cease  to  have  the  poioer  of  nourishing  the  body,  yet 
is  not  only  not  affirmed  in  the  decisions  of  Trent, 
but  is  in  terms  conceded  to  be  otherwise"^.  The  im- 
portance of  this  concession  it  is  impossible  to  esti- 

'■  Alanus,  however,  in  the  fourteenth  century,  and  others  from  time 
to  time,  reiterate  tliis  language:  "Apertissime  loquimur,  vere  a  nobis 
in  Eucharistia  dcntibus  teri,  non  minus  quara  ante  consecrationem 
panis." 

'  Notes  to  a  Sermon  on  the  Real  Presence,  p.  17. 

-  Catech.  ConcU.  Trid.,  pt.  ii.  c,  38  :  "  Quia  naturalem  alendi  et 
nutriendi  corpus  vim,  quae  panis  propria  est,  adhuc  retineat."  The 
same  is  recognised  a  little  later  by  Paul  V.  in  a  missal  put  forth  for 
English  priests.  See  Jer.  Taylor's  Real  Presence,  vol.  x.  p.  479.  It 
was  denied  by  Roman  wi-iters  in  his  day,  notwithstanding  the  Triden- 
tine  admission. 
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mate  too  highly.  It  is  in  reality  absolutely  sub- 
versive of  that  entire  fabric  of  doctrine  as  to  the 
elements,  which  is  so  sedulously  worked  out  in  the 
other  decrees  and  teachings  of  the  council :  for  it 
admits  that  their  substance  remains  sufficiently  for 
being  converted  into  nourishment ;  and  this  being 
granted,  the  whole  matter  at  issue  is  in  reahty  con- 
ceded. The  only  alternative  is  that  the  human  body 
is  nourished  by  the  accidents  of  the  elements  ",  as  their 
colour,  taste,  and  the  like ;  since  the  substance  is 
positively  affirmed  to  have  disappeared  : — a  conclusion 
too  absm'd  to  be  entertained  for  a  moment.  The 
older  advocates  of  annihilation  perceived  this  conse- 
quence, and  boldly  took  the  course  of  denying  °  the 
fact  of  the  nourishment,  however  patent,  and  how- 
ever widely  such  denial  extends  the  range  of  those 
delusions,  which,  according  to  the  annihilation  theory, 
Almighty  God  is  pleased  to  connect  with  the  Holy 
Eucharist.  For,  that  the  sensible  refreshment  which 
we  feel  on  participation,  the  renewal  of  vigour  which 
they  certainly  in  their  measure  effect, — that  these  should 
be  simply  delusions,  is  to  introduce  so  entirely  a  new 
order  of  things,  such  a  system  either  of  causes  with- 
out effects,  (or  with  only  apparent  ones,)  or  ot  effects 
without  causes,  as  is  entirely  without  analogy. 

The  Council  of  Trent,  however,  as  has  been  already 
said,  rejected  this  consequence,  though  really  indis- 
pensable to  the  consistency  of  its  decrees.     And  it 

°  Tliis  was  actually  maintained  by  one  writer  (a  Palude).  Sec 
Notes  to  a  Sermon  on  the  Real  I'rescnco,  p.  lO].. 

"  So  Guifniundus  of  Anhvcr]),  lOfJO;  Algcnis,  1130;  Humbert,  as 
above,  p.  01 ;  Thomas  Waldonsis,  1409.  Tor  various  "physical  theories 
devised  to  explain  how,  without  having  any  substance,  bread  and  wine 
could  have  the  same  physical  effects  as  if  the  substance  were  there,"  sco 
Notes  to  Sermon  on  Ileal  Presence,  pp.  154 — 158. 
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may  be  consequently  affirmed,  without  possibility  of 
contradiction,  that  neither  the  Roman  Church  as  a 
wiiolc,  nor  any  member  of  it,  really  believes  this 
doctrine, — however  it  may  be  nominally  imposed  under 
an  anathema, — of  the  annihilation  of  the  substance 
of  the  elements ;  nor,  therefore,  the  doctrine  of  tran- 
substantiation  as  laid  down  by  her:  since  her  own 
statements  concerning  it  are  self-contradictory  and 
absolutely  destructive  of  each  other  j  and  her  mem- 
bers are  as  really  forbidden  to  hold  the  doctrine  as 
they  are  enjoined  to  do  so. 

Nor  is  it  a  less  remarkable  admission,  (though 
equally  little  noticed  with  the  former  one,)  which  is 
made  by  the  Council  of  Trent  with  respect  to  the 
manner  of  Presence  in  the  Eucharist  of  Christ's  Body. 
Notwithstanding  its  rigid  and  unqualified  assertion 
of  the  purely  physical  or  natural  ^  character  of  that 
Presence,  and  of  the  absence  of  any  veiling  medium,  it 
yet  elsewhere  admits  that  the  manner  of  that  existence 
is  (liferent  from  the  natural  one ;  that  it  is  "  mysteri- 
ous, ineffable,  and  inconceivable  by  us ;  and  that  it  is 
in  heaven,  and  there  only,  that  Christ  is  present  accord- 
ing to  the  natural  manner  of  His  existence  '^."  This  is 
exactly,  and  almost  totidem  verbis,  what  the  English 
Church  affirms  ;  namely,  "  that  the  natural  Body  and 
Blood  of  Christ,"  according  to  their  natural  mode  of 
existence,   "  are  in  heaven,   and   not  here :  it  being 

»  Catecliismus  Concil.  Trid.,  pt.  ii.  31:  "  Explicandum  est  .  .  .  quid- 
quid  ad  veram  corporis  rationem  pertinet,  velut  ossa  et  nervos,  in  Sacra- 
mento contineri." 

«  "  Neque  enim  hsec  inter  se  pugnant,  ut  Ipse  Salvator  noster  semper 
ad  dexteram  Patris  in  coelis  assideat,  juxta  modum  existendi  natu- 
ralem ;  et  ut  multis  nihilominus  aliis  in  locis  sacramentaliter  prsesens 
sua  substantia  nobis  adsit,  ea  existendi  ratione  quam,  etsi  verbis  expri- 
niere  vix  possumus,  possibUem  tamen  esse  Deo,  cogitatione  assequi 
possumua."     Concil.  Trid.  Sess.  xiii.  c.  i. 
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against  the  truth  of  Christ's  natural  Body  to  be  at  one 
time  in  more  places  than  one^"  This,  again,  is  an- 
other manifest  instance  of  reaction  in  the  Roman  mind 
since  the  days  of  Berengarius  and  Humbert ;  for  the 
latter  certainly  did  not  consider  that  the  Body  of 
Christ  was  present  in  any  other  than  the  purely  natu- 
ral mode  of  existence. 

Wherein,  then,  it  may  be  asked,  lies  the  evil  of 
the  modern  Eucharistic  belief  of  the  Church  of  Rome 
on  this  point,  as  set  forth  at  the  Council  of  Trent? 
since,  notwithstanding  her  vehement  affirmations  con- 
tained in  some  of  its  decrees,  it  is  certain  from  other 
parts  of  them,  that  she  does  not  really  believe,  nor 
require  any  one  to  believe,  either  that  the  substance 
of  the  elements  is  abolished  by  consecration,  for  she 
allows  that  it  remains  to  the  nourishment  of  the  body  : 
nor  yet  that  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ,  under 
Their  natural  conditions  and  mode  of  manifestation, 
are  made  present  in  the  Eucharist  by  consecration ; 
for  she  allows  that  under  those  conditions  and  in  that 
mode  "  Christ's  natural  Body  sitteth  continually  at 
the  Jlight  Hand  of  God,  and  there  only." 

And  the  answer  is,  that  this  so-called  dogma,  as 
laid  down  by  her  in  her  decrees  as  a  whole,  is  pro- 
perly harmless,  simply  because  it  is  no  dogma  at  all. 
It  is  no  more  than  an  array  of  philosophical  expres- 
sions and  positive  assertions,  which,  though  seeming 
to  define  and  impose  a  distinct  belief,  in  reality 
neither  define  nor  impose  anything  ;  their  significance 

'  Rubric  at  the  end  of  the  Communion  Office.  St.  Thomas  Aquinas 
makes  the  same  admission:  "The  Body  of  Christ  is  not  in  sucli  a 
manner  in  tliis  Sacrament  as  a  Body  is  in  a  place  ....  but  in  a  special 
mode  peculiar  to  this  Sacrament."  Comp.  Hooker,  v.  55,  G:  "The 
substance  of  tlic  Body  of  Christ  hath  no  presence,  ueitlier  can  have,  but 
only  local." 

F 
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being  entirely  destroyed  by  counter-statements,  abso- 
lutely irreconcileable  with  them,  and  yet  defined  and 
imposed  by  the  same  authority.  Not  in  her  theo- 
retical dogmas  on  this  point,  therefore,  which  in  reality 
leave  the  matter  where  they  found  it,  but  in  the  tre- 
mendous consequences  deduced  from  one  half  of  her 
positions,  in  utter  defiance  or  forgetfulness  of  the  other 
half,  does  the  evil  of  the  Roman  view  in  this  matter 
essentially  consist. — The  undoubted  animus,  however, 
of  the  West,  from  the  time  of  Berengarius  down  to 
the  sixteenth  century,  and  of  the  greater  part  of  it 
to  this  hour,  has  unquestionably  been  to  espouse  to 
the  utmost  the  doctrine  of  elemental  annihilation,  and 
to  press  it  to  its  most  extreme  consequences. 

2.  But  while  such  was  the  history  of  the  Roman 
Church,  feebly  and  reluctantly  reacting  against  the 
doctrine  of  annihilation  in  its  unqualified  form,  and 
yet  acting  upon  the  supposition  of  its  truth  :  the  rejec- 
tion of  that  doctrine  was  in  other  quarters  made  the 
point  of  departure  of  new  systems: — unsuccessfully 
enough,  for  the  most  part,  the  reaction  being  almost 
universally  pushed  to  an  extreme,  destructive  of.  the 
other  or  supernatural  side  of  the  mystery. 

Within  a  very  few  years  after  the  last  of  those 
councils  by  which,  in  the  eleventh  century,  one  side 
of  the  Eucharistic  mystery  was  denied,  we  find  for  the 
first '  time  in  the  history  of  the  Church,  large  bodies 

•  Earlier  bodies,  both  in  East  and  West,  had  denied  the  supra- 
natural  part  of  the  Eucharist;  but  always  on  distinctly  heretical 
(as  Docetic  or  Manichaean)  principles.  For  the  earlier  sects,  see  Bmg- 
ham,  XV.  ii.  9;  L'Arroque,  History  of  the  Eucharist,  ch.  ii.  The 
later  sects  in  the  East  were  the  PauUcians  (657—900),  and  Thon- 
trakians  (833—1002);  and  in  East  and  West,  the  Euchites  or  Bog- 
omiles,  (Hardwick,  p.  202).  The  Albigenses  (1120—1230)  certainly  held 
Manichaean  doctrmes,  and  sprang  from  the  older  Manichaean  bodies, 
(Ibid.,  pp.  309,  310; :  not  so  the  Waldenses,  (lb.,  p.  311,  note  7). 
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of  Christians  systematically  denying  the  existence  of 
the  other,  while  otherwise  holding  in  the  main  the 
great  theological  verities  of  Christianity.  About  1104 
— 1147  such  a  body  arose,  under  clerical  leadership', 
in  the  south  of  France;  about  1070,  the  better 
known  Waldenses,  or  followers  of  Pierre  de  Vaud. 

The  same  phenomenon,  as  is  well  known,  was 
reproduced  on  the  continent  of  Europe  in  the  six- 
teenth century :  all  the  reformed  continental  bodies 
agreeing  in  "paring  away,"  though  in  different  de- 
grees, from  the  entirety  of  the  mystery.  Three  lead- 
ing varieties  of  opinion — the  Lutheran,  the  Calvinistic, 
and  the  Zuinglian — make  their  appearance".  Accoid- 
ing  to  the  Lutheran  view,  the  consecrated  Elements 
are  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ,  but  only  as  a 
present  stimulus  to  faith,  not  to  purposes  of  recep- 
tion*; according  to  the  Calvinistic  view,  they  are  so 
in  effect  and  virtue  merely,  not  in  any  real  objective 
sense,  and  only  on  reception  ^ ;  nor  even  that  except 
to  a  favoured  few.  While  by  the  Zuinglian  view, 
the  ordinance  is  evacuated  of  all  mysterious  or  pe- 
culiar power  whatever,  and  reduced  to  the  rank  of 

*  Their  leaders  were  a  priest  named  Peter  Bruis  (wlicnce  they  were 
called  Petrobrusians,)  and  Henry,  a  Cluniac  monk  and  deacon.  Hard- 
wick,  p.  310. 

"  Tlie  characteristics  of  tliesc  several  views  have  been  brought  out 
with  peculiar  clearness  in  two  recent  works,— Wilberforce  on  the  Eucha- 
rist, and  Hard  wick's  History  of  the  Information. 

'  The  Lutlicran  doctrine  had  two  opposite  el(Mnents :  Ihe  one  the 
acceptance  of  the  letter  of  our  Lord's  words,  "  This  is  My  Body,"  the 
real  objective  Presence ;  the  otiier,  the  tiieory  that  the  sacrament  had 
its  efhcacy  as  a  picture,  to  confirm  faith.  Notes,  &c.,  on  the  Real  Pre 
sence.     See  also  Wilberforce,  as  above. 

''  "  The  glorified  Humanity,  thougli  locally  absent,  being  virlually  and 
in  effect  communicated  for  tlie  sustenance  of  tlic  faitlifui,  xinmUaiwoudy 
with  the  participation  of  the  outward  elements."  Helvetic  Confession, 
Art.  :^6. 

F  2 
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a  purely  mental  operation ;  since  according  to  it, 
"  there  is  therein  only  bread  and  wine  ^" 

Thus  the  Lutheran  discerns  in  the  Eucharist  a  mighty 
Cause,  to  which  he  assigns  no  proportionate  eflfect  or 
purpose ;  the  Calvinist,  a  mighty  Effect,  for  which  he 
assigns  no  adequate  cause;  while  by  the  Zuinglian, 
more  consistently,  cause  and  effect  are  both  alike 
swept  away.  It  is  needless  to  point  out  that  in  no 
one  of  these  statements  are  the  words  of  our  Lord 
accepted  in  their  simple  reality ;  or  with  such  limita- 
tion only  as  necessarily  resides,  by  His  own  appoint- 
ment, in  the  subject.  The  qualifications  introduced 
in  each  case  are  suggested  by  a  private  theory,  or  by 
the  fear  of  some  unwelcome  consequence ;  not  by  the 
essential  laws  of  all  mysteries,  or  by  the  circumstances 
of  this  one  in  particular. 

As  to  the  Lutheran  view,  it  is  surely  most  strange 
that  they,  who  allow  the  Elements  to  be  (in  the  words 
of  Christ  Himself)  "  His  Body  and  Blood"  in  a  real 
sense,  after  consecration,  should  suppose  them  to  lose 
that  character  on  reception.  If  anything  is  clear  con- 
cerning the  Eucharist  it  is  this,  that  assuming  the 
Elements  to  be  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ  at  all, 
they  are  so  to  purposes  of  reception.  But  the  Luthe- 
ran, fearing  lest  faith  should  have  a  less  exalted  office 
in  this  matter  than  his  theoretical  system  otherwise 
assigns  to  it,  or  lest  Rome  should  have  an  advantage, 
if  the  proper  reality,  throughout,  of  the  sacramental 
transaction  were  to  be  conceded,  chooses  to  represent 
the  consecrated  Things  as  objects  merely,  not  media ; 
as  stimulants  to  the  mental  faculty,  not  gifts  to  the 
whole  being.  While,  therefore,  he  can  accept  the 
words,  "  This  is  My  Body,"  "  This  is  My  Blood,"  he 

*  Zuinglius,  De  vera  et  falsa  Religione,  1525. 
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rejects  those  by  which  they  are  prefaced, — "  Take, 
eat ;"  "  Drink  ye  all  of  It." 

The  Calvinist,  again,  chooses  to  assign,  as  the  point 
at  which  our  Lord's  words  shall  begin  to  be  taken  in 
their  plain  meaning,  exactly  that  at  which,  according 
to  the  Lutheran,  they  are  to  cease  to  be  so  taken. 
He  flies  yet  further  and  more  timidly  than  the  Lu- 
theran, though  on  much  the  same  grounds,  from  the 
recognition  of  an  objective  reality  in  the  transaction  ; 
denying  it  to  the  consecrated,  but  as  yet  unreceived 
media  themselves,  as  he  to  the  reception  of  them  ; 
and  assigning  to  them  a  merely  virtual  character 
instead,  dependent  on  their  reception.  Those  who 
hold  this  view  add,  still  out  of  their  own  theory, 
a  hmitation  as  to  the  persons  who  can  by  possibihty 
receive  the  destined  benefit.  They  reject,  therefore, 
first,  the  affirmation  of  our  Lord  as  to  the  present 
nature  of  that  which  He  was  imparting,  "  This  is  My 
Body,"  "This  is  My  Blood;"  as  well  as  those 
other  words  ("  Which  is  being  given  or  off'ered  foi 
you,")  whereby  the  already  accomjdislied  identifica- 
tion of  the  Elements,  previously  to  reception,  with 
His  off'ered  Body  and  Blood,  is  declared.  And  they 
further  reject  such  plain  declarations  as  "  Whoso 
cateth  My  Flesh  and  drinketh  My  Blood  hath  ever- 
lasting life." 

The  Zuinglian  completes  the  work  of  evacuating 
the  transaction  of  all  mystery.  Assigning  to  faith  the 
same  office  as  the  Lutheran  docs,  (that  of  medita- 
tion, not  of  reception,)  he  will  have  it  exercised  on 
a  purely  absent,  not  in  any  sense  present  liody  and 
lilood  of  Christ.  Agreeing  with  the  Calvinist  that 
the  unreceived  elements  are  but  an  outward  sign, 
Ik;  allows  them  not,  even  when  received,  any  virtue  or 
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cfficncy  ;  nor  admits  that  they  are  to  any  person 
wliatsocver  a  medium  or  channel  of  benefit. 

'Plms  —  with  a  single  notable  exception,  to  be 
dwelt  on  hereafter,  —  was  the  rejection  of  the  doc- 
trine of  the  annihilation  of  the  elements  characterized, 
in  the  case  of  all  large  bodies  of  Christians  in  the 
AVest,  by  the  overthrow  of  the  other  term  of  the 
mystery. 

3.  In  the  East,  meanwhile,  as  has  been  already  said, 
the  very  converse  of  all  this  is  discernible  throughout 
this  period.  There,  as  we  saw,  the  view  maintained 
by  Berengarius  as  the  old  one,  namely,  that  the  Ele- 
ments remain  in  their  natural  substance,  was  in  pos- 
session when  the  controversy  arose :  no  Eastern  writer 
or  Council  having  affirmed  the  contrary.  And  for 
full  six  hundred  years  longer  it  remained  the  doctrine 
of  the  whole  Greek  Church  :  the  views  of  St.  John 
Damascene^  (which,  as  we  have  seen,  contained  a  re- 
cognition of  the  point  in  question,)  continuing  until 
the  close  of  the  seventeenth  century^  to  be  the  avowed 
standard  of  orthodoxy.  Controversy  during  this  period 
was  all  but  unknown ;  and  so  far  as  it  existed  at  all, 
it  was  in  the  shape  of  reaction  against  the  old  and 
still  dominant  doctrine.  Particular  persons  are  men- 
tioned as  having  departed  from  it,  or  seemed  to  do  so ; 
but  in  all  cases  they  fall  back  upon  the  position  of 
John  Damascene.  Such  was  Nicholas  of  Methona 
(1090),  Nicephorus  Cabasilas  (1350),  Mark  of  Ephe- 
sus  (1437),  Jeremiah  of  Constantinople  (1573).  In 
the   thirteenth  century  a  keen  though  brief  dispute 

•  In  his  "  Accurate  Exposition  of  the  Orthodox  Faith."  See  Hard- 
wick,  Middle  Ages,  p.  77, 

''  "  Not  until  the  seventeenth  century  was  any  authoritative  exposi- 
tion of  the  East  found  necessary  in  addition  to  the  works  of  St.  John 
Damascene."    Neale,  General  lutrod.,  p.  1171. 
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arose  as  to  the  corniptibility"  of  the  elements.  But  on 
the  whole,  the  repose  of  the  East,  in  all  this  period,  as 
to  Eucharistic  doctrine,  is  no  less  remarkable  than  the 
feverish  restlessness  of  the  West  on  the  same  subject. 

Thus,  then,  it  was  not  by  the  petty  provincial 
Council  of  Tours  alone,  or  only  for  a  few  years,  that 
the  view  of  Berengarius  was  recognised  as  that  of 
antiquity,  but  by  the  whole  Eastern  Church,  and  for 
a  period  of  six  centuries. 

The  steps  by  which  a  change  of  view  was  at  length 
brought  about,  and  the  greater  part  of  the  East  drawn 
into  conformity,  to  a  certain  extent,  with  the  Roman 
Eucharistic  doctrines, — without,  however,  in  any  de- 
gree adopting  Roman  practice, — may  be  thus  briefly 
summed  up.  Towards  the  close  of  the  sixteenth 
century  (1573 — 1600),  various  overtures'^  made  by 
the  reformed  bodies  of  continental  Europe,  for  an 
alliance  with  the  Greek  Church,  brought  the  West 
and  East  once  more  into  contact.  In  1629  a  strong 
declaration  was  made  by  a  synod  of  Constantinople, 
under  the  Patriarch  Cyril  Lucar,  against  the  Roman 
doctrine.  The  Greek  Church,  for  the  first  time, 
acting  under  Western  influence,  abandoned  her  old 
standard  of  doctrine,  substituting  for  the  Exposition 
of  John  Damascene  a  new  Confession  of  faith.  In 
1639  this  Confession  was  again  rejected,  and  another 
adopting  Roman  statements  drawn  up.  And  finally,  in 
1672,  the  Western  doctrine  of  the  annihilation  of  the 
elements  was  formally  affirmed  on  behalf  of  the  four 
Greek  Patriarchates,  by  the  Council  of  Bethlehem  *. 

*  L'Arroquc,  ch.  xviii.  p.  493. 
•'  Ncalo,  Gen.  Introd.,  p.  1174. 

«  Neulc,  p.  1174.  Ilarduin.  Concil.,  torn.  xi.  180  :  "  Wc  hclifvc 
that  after  the  consecration  the  substance  of  the  hn',ad  and  wine  no 


72  TlIK  PRlNCirLES  OF  DIVINE  SERVICE,       [sECT.  VII. 


Thus,  after  faithfully  maintaining  in  its  integrity 
for  more  than  IfiOO  years,  the  old  doctrine  concerning 
tiie  Eucharistic  Mystery,  was  the  Greek  Church  pre- 
vailed upon  to  abandon  it.  The  East,  to  recur  to  an 
illustration  already  made  use  of  ^,  yielded  at  length  to 
the  seductions  of  its  Western  partner  in  the  faith, — 
a  partner  sprung  from  its  own  side  in  primeval  days, 
and  herself  for  a  thousand  years  uncorrupted  in  this 
particular,  —  and  made  common  cause  with  her  in 
speculative  error. 

Happily,  to  speculative  error  alone  was  that  change 
of  view  strictly  confined.  The  Greek  Church,  proud 
of  her  old  ritual  traditions,  and  taking  her  stand  upon 
their  antiquity,  was  little  likely  to  make  any  inno- 
vation in  them  at  the  bidding  of  the  West.  Her 
dogmatical  determinations  rested  on  less  immoveable 
foundations.  She  might  consent  to  adopt  other 
phraseology  than  that  of  St.  John  Damascene :  but 
her  liturgical  practices  were  in  her  view  a  part  of  her 
very  being,  and  could  only  be  yielded  up  with  life 
itself.  Nor,  accordingly,  was  so  much  as  a  hair- 
breadth of  variation  made  in  her  Liturgies,  or  in  her 
ritual  practice,  as  a  consequence  of  her  professed  and 
formal  reception  of  the  Roman  doctrine  of  the  Eucha- 
rist. The  "  changeless  East"  was  on  this  point  change- 
longer  remains,  [the  Russian  form  is,  'the  very  bread  and  -wine  no 
longer  remain,']  but  the  very  Body  and  Blood  of  our  Lord  under  the 
appearance  of  bread  and  wine ;  that  is  to  say,  under  the  accidents  of 
the  bread  [the  Russian  omits  this].  Further,  that  in  any  portion,  the 
Lord  Jesus  is  present  in  His  substance,  that  is,  with  His  soul  and 
Dinnity,  as  perfect  God  and  perfect  Man.  We  further  believe  that  the 
Body  and  Blood  of  the  Lord  ought  to  be  honoured  and  worshipped 
with  divine  worship."  Concil.  Bethlehem,  Art.  17.  The  article,  how- 
ever, goes  on  to  disavow  explaining  the  mode,  or  believing  in  any  con- 
version,     lb.,  p.  1176. 

'  Above,  p.  12. 
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less  still.  She  neither  introduced  the  adoration^  of 
the  Elements  upon  their  consecration,  nor  withdrew 
either  Element  from  universal  reception,  nor  in  any 
other  way  expressed  new  or  more  intensified  regard 
than  heretofore  for  the  consecrated  media  of  the  or- 
dinance. 

One  reason  of  this,  besides  her  rooted  dislike  to 
practical  change  of  any  sort,  was  that  the  way  to  such 
innovations  had  not  been  paved,  as  in  the  West,  by 
earlier  ritual  unfaithfulness ;  or  not  at  all  in  the  same 
degree.  Infrequency  of  communion,  and  non-com- 
municating attendance  at  the  rite,  had  indeed  been 
allowed  to  creep  in  here  also.  But  the  Eucharistic 
Office  had  never  been  evacuated  of  the  people's  element 
in  it,  the  Litanies  and  the  acts  of  praise ;  nor  had  the 
Ordinary  Offices  fallen  into  disuse.  It  was  not,  there- 
fore, for  her,  a  ritual  necessity  to  introduce  new  cen- 
tres and  modes  of  worship.  By  a  happy  illogicality, 
she  was  at  no  pains  to  square  her  ancient  practice 
with  her  newly  received  dogmas  of  belief. 

And  since  neither  did  she  affirm,  with  the  Roman 
Church  of  the  eleventh  century,  that  the  elements 
lost  their  proper  powers  of  nourishment :  it  should 
seem  that  the  dogma  of  Transubstantiation  has  been 
for  her,  after  all,  a  mere  barren  formula ;  registered 
indeed  in  decrees  of  a  Council,  but  never  followed 
out  to  a  single  result ;  never  recognised  in  the  ritual 
of  the  Church,  or  inwrought  into  the  practical  faith  of 
the  people.  To  this  day,  while  holding  the  strongest 
and  clearest  belief  that  the  consecrated  Elements  arc 
the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ :  she  no  less  really 
believes  that  they  retain  their  very  natural  substance, 
nor  does  she  direct  towards  them,  immediately  on 

"  On  tliis  point  sec  below,  sect.  xiv. 
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tlu-ir  consecration,  or  at  all,  that  Divine  worship,  to 
withhold  which  for  a  moment,  if  she  really  believes  it 
to  be  their  due,  is  the  height  of  impiety.  Thus,  as 
we  have  seen  that  even  the  Church  of  Rome  does  not 
venture  to  maintain  as  a  speculative  tenet  the  doctrine 
of  Transubstantiation  in  all  its  consequences,  and  there- 
fore does  not  really  hold  it  at  all,  but  only  adopts 
practices  which  are  based  upon  the  supposition  of  its 
truth  ;  so  may  we  say  that  the  Greek  Church,  though 
speculatively  assenting  to  it,  neither  really  believes  it, 
nor  accepts  any  one  of  its  results. 

j\Ieanwhile  it  is,  after  all,  the  Greek  Church  alone, 
of  all  Christian  bodies  in  the  East,  that  stands  com- 
mitted even  to  the  decrees  of  the  Council  of  Bethlehem. 
All  others, — the  orthodox  Syrians^,  and  with  them  the 
Jacobites,  the  Armenians',  the  Nestorians^  whose 
heterodoxy,  be  it  more  or  less  on  other  points,  does 
not  affect  the  value  of  their  testimony  on  this, — dis- 
tinctly hold,  and  have  never  even  dogmatically  dis- 
allowed, that  the  elements  retain  their  proper  nature. 

VIII.  It  will  have  been  perceived  that  in  tracing 
the  Eucharistic  history  of  the  latter  or  controversial 
period  of  the  Western  Church,  we  confined  our  at- 
tention to  the  unsound,  because  either  defective  or  ex- 
cessive, forms  of  reaction  against  the  new  doctrine  of 
the  annihilation  of  the  elements ;  reserving  for  sepa- 

''  So  Bar-Hebrseus,  in  Menorath  Kudshee,  or  "the  Lamp  of  the 
Saints,"  vi.  2  :  "  This  bread  and  \vine,  not  being  flesh  and  blood  by 
nature,  are  called  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ."  See  Etheridge's 
Syrian  Churches,  p.  144. 

'  "  The  Anncnians  believe  that  the  bread  and  wine  retain  their 
nature  in  the  Sacrament  of  the  Eucharist."  Joh.  Lasica  de  ReUgione 
Armenorum.     Cosin,  Hist.  Trausubst.,  vii.  30. 

J  "  The  Ncstorians  hold  that  the  bread  and  wine  by  a  certaLu  mysti- 
cal union  are  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ ;  but  hy  nature,  they  are 
bread  and  wine."     George  of  Aibela,  in  Etheridge,  pp.  97,  99. 
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rate  consideration  any  more  legitimate  and  healthful 
instances  of  it.  Such  instances  were  probably  by  no 
means  wanting  all  along,  and  indeed  are  alleged  by 
various  writers.  Tor  want,  however,  of  precise  re- 
cords as  to  the  opinions  positively  entertained  in 
these  cases,  it  is  not  always  easy  to  determine  how 
far  they  w^ere  really  free  from  excesses  on  the  other 
side.  Thus,  it  is  certain  that  in  the  beginning  of 
the  twelfth  century,  great  numbers,  said  to  hold  the 
opinions  of  Berengarius,  were  expelled  by  Bruno, 
Archbishop  of  Treves,  from  his  diocese''.  And  in 
1180  we  find  Baldwin,  Archbishop  of  Canterbury, 
writing  a  treatise  "  against  the  remains  of  the  fol- 
lowers of  Berengarius'."  But  of  the  positive  views 
of  these  bodies  we  have  no  evidence. 

It  is  therefore  somewhat  more  to  the  purpose  to 
observe,  that  the  difficulty  of  accepting  the  doctrine 
was  in  particular  instances  felt,  and  in  various  ways 
acknowledged,  by  members  of  the  Western  Church. 
Thus  Rupertus,  abbot  of  Tuitium  (1125),  while  fully 
recognising  that  by  the  operation  of  the  Holy  Spirit 
the  elements  become  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ, 
plainly  maintains  that  that  operation,  in  the  Eucha- 
rist, as  in  other  instances,  is  not  such  as  to  destroy 
the  substance  which  He  makes  use  of  for  His  high 
pur[)oses,  but  to  add  to  the  substance,  itself  con- 
tinuing unaltered,  an  invisible  grace  *".     Peter  Lom- 

''  L'Arroque,  ch.  xviii.  init. 

'  "Contra  relliqiiias  Bercngarii."  Baldwin,  ap.  Posscvin,  Apparat. 
Sacr.  in  Bcrengar.  Turoncns. — See  Hart's  Ecclesiastical  Records,  p.  191. 

"  "Opcrationc  S.  Spiritus,  panis  Corpus,  vinum  lit  Sanguis  Christi : 
cujus  affcctus  non  est  dcstrucrc  vel  corrunipcrc  substantiani  quaiii- 
cunque  suos  in  usus  assumit,  sed  substantijc  bono  pcrniaiicnii  quod 
erat,  invisibiliter  adjiccre  quod  non  erat."  Cosin,  Hist.  Transubst.,  vii. 
14.  See  an  able  vindication  of  Rupertus,  against  Bcllarniinc,  in  "  Notes 
on  the  Real  Presence,"  pp.  5 — 9. 
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bard"  again,  (I Ml),  whose  famous  work  of  "The 
Sentences"  became  the  text  upon  which  all  other 
scholastic  writings  were  but  a  commentary,  professes 
himself  unable  to  say  whether  the  change  of  the  ele- 
ments is  one  of  substance  or  not. 

Shortly  after  the  Lateran  decree  (1215),  in  which 
the  change  of  substance"  was  affirmed,  we  find  Al- 
bertus  Magnus  (born  1193),  the  tutor  of  Thomas 
Aquinas,  speaking  of  it  as  a  doubtful  question.  And 
Aquinas  himself  (1255)  reports ^  that  some  in  his 
time  disbelieved  it.  Other  schoolmen '',  unable  to 
satisfy  themselves  of  its  truth,  and  allowing  the  con- 
trary opinion  to  have  fewer  difficulties,  assign  as  the 
chief  reason  for  believing  it,  that  it  had  been  so  ruled 
by  the  Church  of  Rome. 

In  the  beginning  of  the  fourteenth  century  (1304), 
the  Faculty  of  Divines  at  Paris  gave  its  countenance 
to  the  assertion  of  John  of  Paris  \  that  the  manner  of 
existence  of  the  Body  of  Christ  in  the  Eucharist  was 
an  open  question  ;   so  that,  though  the  doctrine  of 

"  Sentent.  iv.  Dist.  10,  11. 

°  See  above,  p.  61.  The  decree  of  this  council  being  directed 
against  the  Albigenscs,  (above,  p.  66,  note  s,)  who  made  the  elements 
a  mere  figure,  it  has  been  doubted  "  whether  it  was  intended  to  affirm 
more  than  the  real  objective  Presence."     Notes  to  a  Sermon,  &c. 

■"  Summa  Theologiae,  iii.  9,  75,  6 :  "  Quidani  posuerunt,  quod  facta 
consecratione,  non  solum  remanent  accidentia  panis,  sed  etiam  forma 
substantialis." 

I  e.g.  Duns  Scotus  1300  ;  Durandus,  1325  ;  Occam  and  John  Bacon, 
1330;  Thomas  de  Argentina,  1345;  Peter  D'Ailly,  1396—1411.  See 
the  passages  in  Cosin,  Hist.  Transubst.  vii.  27 ;  and  for  a  full  exami- 
nation of  some  of  them,  "  Notes  to  a  Sermon,"  &c.,  pp.  14—31, 

'  "Licet  teneam  et  approbem  illorum  sollennem  opinionera,  quod 
Corpus  Christi  sit  in  Sacramento  altaris  per  conversionem  substantise 
panis  in  ipsum,  et  quod  ita  maneant  accidentia  sine  subjecto,  non  tamen 
audeo  dicere  quod  hoc  cadit  sub  fide  mca,  sed  potest  alitor  salvari  vera 
et  realis  existentia  Corporis  Christi."  Determiuatio  Pratris  Johannis 
dc  Purisiis.     L'Arroquc,  p.  496. 
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Transubstantiation  might  be  the  true  one,  and  in 
their  opinion  probably  was  so,  other  views,  (as,  for 
example,  that  the  substance  of  the  Bread  was  not 
abolished,  but  itself  remaining,  was  sanctified  by  the 
touch  of  Christ's  Divinity,)  were  equally  probable.  The 
Faculty  even  went  so  far  as  to  pronounce  sentence  of 
excommunication^  on  any  who  should  maintain  that 
the  former  view,  that  of  Transubstantiation,  was  an 
article  of  faith.  In  short,  •"  the  remaining  of  the  ele- 
ments in  their  natural  substance  was  held  by  many 
to  be  an  open  question,  at  the  beginning  of  the 
fifteenth  century." 

All  these  are,  as  far  as  they  go,  clear  instances  of 
sound  and  legitimate  reaction  within  the  bosom  of 
the  Western  Church  herself,  against  the  view  of  ele- 
mental annihilation,  as  entertained  by  the  opponents 
of  Berengarius  in  the  eleventh  century. 

But  these  instances,  after  all,  though  they  point  to 
the  existence  of  doubts  widely  diffused,  and  enter- 
tained pretty  continuously,  as  to  the  annihilation  of 
the  elements,  yet  are  far  from  amounting  to  any 
positive  and  satisfactory  reinstatement  of  the  old 
Eucharistic  doctrine,  either  in  the  minds  of  men,  or 
in  the  ritual  of  the  Church.  We  fail  to  discern  in 
these  various  isolated  reactions  within  the  Roman 
Church,  just  as  we  failed  to  discern  in  the  more  ex- 
tensive reactions  external  to  it,  anything  answering 
to  this  description.  By  the  space  of  800  years,  from 
the  first  condemnation  of  Berengaiius  (1050)  down 
to  the  present  day,  we  vainly  sweep  in  every  direc- 
tion the  horizon  of  continental  rehgionism,  in  search 

•  "Et  qui  determinate  asseveret,  alterutrum  prjccise  cadero  sub  fide, 
incurrcrct  seutcntiam  canonis  aiiathematis."  Judicium  FacultatLs  Tlic- 
ologia;  Pariaifcua.  1301.    L'Arroquc,  ibid. 
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of  any  body  of  Christians  maintaining  a  wise  and 
])rartical  protest,  in  the  shape  of  a  sound  belief  em- 
bodied in  a  sound  ritual, — the  Church's  mens  sana 
in  corpore  sano, — against  that  doctrine. 

2.  Meanwhile,  there  was  one  countiy  and  Church 
in  tlie  "West,  whose  Eucharistic  history  was  through- 
out this  period,  to  a  certain  extent,  peculiar  and  ex- 
ceptional. England,  owing  to  its  insular  position, 
and  to  its  never  having  been  included  in  the  politico- 
ecclesiastical  dominion  of  Charlemagne  ^  preserved, 
as  in  other  res{)ects,  so  in  point  of  Eucharistic  doc- 
trine and  ritual,  a  certain  independence.  She  was 
not,  indeed,  exempt  from  the  influence  of  those  daring 
and  novel  definitions  to  which  the  Berengarian  period 
gave  birth :  far  from  it.  In  no  country  of  Europe 
did  those  views  bid  fairer,  from  the  first,  to  attain 
an  exclusive  ascendancy  in  their  most  rigid  form, 
and  to  be  pushed  to  their  most  extreme  doctrinal  and 
ritual  consequences.  It  is  a  curious  and  interesting 
fact,  that  one  of  the  earliest  councils  in  which  Be- 
rengarius  maintained  his  famous  position,  was  held" 
(1050)  at  Briotna,  or  Brion,  in  Normandy,  under 
the  presidency  of  Duke  William,  the  future  Con- 
queror of  England,  then  in  the  twenty-third  year  of 
his  age.  There  the  influence  of  Lanfranc,  at  that 
time  Prior  of  the  neighbouring  Abbey  of  Bee,  in 
Normandy,  and  probably,  as  has  been  already  ob- 
served, the  original  systematizer  of  the  new  doctrine, 
easily  procured  the  condemnation  of  his  enemy  the 

'  See  Milman,  Latin  Christianity,  vol.  ii.  p.  275 :  "  The  Empire  of 
Charlema^e  was  almost  commensurate  with  Latin  Christendom.  Eng- 
land was  the  only  large  territory  which  acknowledged  the  ecclesiastical 
supremacy  of  Rome,  not  in  subjection  to  the  Empire ...  He  was  the  sole 
legislator  in  ecclesiastical  as  well  as  civil  aiFairs." 

"  See  Harduiu.  Concil.  tom.  vi.  pars  2,  p.  1018  ;  Milman,  vol.  iii.  p.  26. 
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Archdeacon  of  Angers,  and  head  of  the  rival  school 
of  Tours  ^.  The  doctrine,  therefore,  may  not  untruly 
be  said  to  have  come  over  to  this  country  with  the 
Norman  rule  :  and  it  was  only  four  years  later  (1070), 
that  it  was  formally  installed  in  the  Archiepisco- 
pal  throne  of  Canterbury,  in  the  person  of  Lanfranc 
himself. 

Nor  was  this  all.  The  work  of  doctrinal  elabora- 
tion which  Lanfranc  had  begun,  St.  Anselm  (who 
entered  upon  the  see  of  Canterbury  in  1093)  would 
seem  to  have  completed.  Abbot  of  Bee — now  a  noted 
school  in  theological  disputation, — as  Lanfranc  had 
been  its  Prior,  and  no  way  inferior  to  him  in  dialectic 
subtlety,  he  is  thought  to  have  invented  ^,  or  to  have 
wrought  out  at  least,  that  doctrine  of  "  Concomi- 
tance," or  of  the  existence  of  the  entire  Person  of 
Christ  under  each  element,  on  which  the  withdrawal 
from  the  Christian  West  of  the  Encharistic  Cup  was 
professedly  based  or  justified  ^     The  withdrawal  it- 

»  Milman,  vol.  iii.  p.  23. 

y  Anselm  was  the  first  who  argued  "  in  utraque  specie  totum  Chris- 
tum sumi."  Epist.,  lib.  iv.  p.  117.  The  practice,  however,  came  in,  as 
wc  shall  sec,  by  degrees  only.  As  late  as  the  fourteenth  century  the  con- 
trary practice  survived  in  some  places,  as  Peter  a  Palude  testifies. 

^  Tlie  real  origin  of  this  most  extraordinary  practice — wliich  passed 
long  after  (Council  of  Constance,  1415,  June  15,)  into  the  most  cruel 
act  of  deprivation,  perliaps,  wliich  it  is  in  the  power  of  man  to  infiiet, 
— was  probably  a  hierarchical  one,  viz.  to  reserve  a  peculiar  honour  to 
high  ecclesiastical  personages,  or  to  the  sovereign,  as  having  a  quasi- 
sacred  character  as  the  Lord's  anointed.  We  trace  it  first  in  ponti- 
fical (i,  e.  papal  or  episcopal)  celcl)rations,  or  occasions  when  there  were 
many  clergy  of  various  ranks  present.  Tiie  limitation  of  tlie  cup  to 
the  celebrant  only  grew  out  of  this  as  an  after-thought.  See  Mabillon, 
on  the  ol  I  "  Ordines  Romani,"  (i.  e.  rubrical  books,  chiefly  concerning 
pontifical  celebrations,  from  the  seventh  to  the  fourteenth  century,)  in 
his  "Iter  Italicum,"  t.  ii.  pp.  xlv.,  Ixi.  The  steps  by  which  it  was  in 
troduced  were  these.  In  pontifical  celebrations,  among  many  otiief 
peculiar  usages,  was  this ;  that  the  cup  ("  calix")  destined  for  consecra- 
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self,  to  which  the  way  was  thus  opened,  followed  at 
no  great  interval.  The  first  known  mention  of  it  as 
an  existing  practice  is  found  in  the  writings  of  Robert 
le  Poule,  an  English  Divine,  afterwards  a  Roman  Car- 
dinal (circ.  1150),  about  fifty  years  after  the  death  of 
Anselm. 

And  this  is  a  confessed  instance,  as  we  may  re- 
mark in  passing,  of  the  rising  up,  and  passing  into 
a  recognised  belief  and  practice,  within  the  space  of 
half  a  century,  of  a  new  and  momentous  change  of 
view  as  to  the  Eucharist; — a  phenomenon  perfectly 
parallel  to  that  which  has  been  above  represented  to 
have  taken  place,  as  to  the  doctrine  of  annihilation, 
in  the  preceding  centmy,  and  which  to  some  may 
seem  contrary  to  probability.  Indeed,  it  is  a  curious 
fact,  as  regards  the  date  of  the  introduction  of  com- 

tion,  was  first  filled  up  to  the  brim ;  then  all  but  a  small  remainder 
Mas  poured  back  into  an  inferior  vessel  called  "scyphus,"  or  "caUx 
ministerialis,"  (p.  xlv.)  The  bishop,  and  on  occasion  other  chief  per- 
sons, received  from  the  consecrated  cup  itself ;  but  aU  others  from  the 
"  calix  ministerialis,"  into  which  only  a  httle  of  the  consecrated  Wine 
had  been  poured,  after  the  bishop  had  received,  (p.  Ivii.)  The  like  was 
done  on  otlier  occasiom,  if  the  wine  seemed  likely  to  run  short,  (and  in 
fact  it  became  a  habit  in  any  case,)  by  adding  unconsecrated  wine  to  the 
"  calix"  itself.  Since,  then,  the  "  laity  had  ceased  to  communicate  in 
consecrated  wine,  pure  and  unmixed,  the  transition  was  easy,"  as  Ma- 
biUon  observes,  to  their  not  receivuig  the  Wine  at  all.  Other  reasons 
for  the  practice  were  easily  invented,  or  may  in  part  have  contributed 
to  bring  it  about.  They  are  enumerated  by  MabUlon  (p.  Ixii.),  and 
the  Catechism  of  Trent,  as  follows  :  (1.)  fear  of  spilling  the  wine;  (2.) 
of  its  turning  sour;  (8.)  of  the  smell  of  wine  being  unpleasant  to  the 
sick;  (4.)  of  its  injuring  them;  (5.)  of  its  being  too  expensive  for  poor 
countries  to  provide ;  (6.)  for  the  confutation  of  the  heresy  of  asserting 
that  the  Bread  was  the  Body  of  Christ,  and  no  more ;  the  Wine  His 
Blood,  and  no  more.  These  pretexts  speak  for  themselves.  Our  rubric 
(1602)  directing  the  celebrant  to  lay  his  hand  on  every  vessel,  be  it 
chalice  or  flarjon,  probably  bore  reference  to  the  practice  of  consecrat- 
ing the  "calix"  only,  and  administering  common  wine,  mixed  with 
consecrated,  to  the  people,  as  above. 
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munioa  in  one  kind,  that  notwithstanding  the  justifi- 
cation for  it  provided  by  the  theory  of  Anselm  (so  to 
call  it),  it  was  for  many  years  after  held  to  be  an 
immutable  law,  that  both  kinds  should  be  received. 
William  de  Campell,  about  a.d.  1120,  and  Hugo 
Victorinus,  who  lived  until  1142,  lay  down,  that 
"  though  it  be  a  heresy  to  say  that  it  is  necessary  to 
receive  both  kinds,  since  he  who  receives  either  re- 
ceives Christ  entire,  yet  for  the  sake  of  the  due  re- 
membrance of  the  Blood  and  water  that  poured  from 
the  Side,  as  well  as  of  the  Body  that  hung  on  the 
Cross,  the  Reception  of  both  kinds  is  immutably  held 
by  the  Church ^" 

Thus,  as  it  should  seem,  were  the  two  most  fatal 
Eucharistic  errors  of  the  West  built  up  into  a  com- 
pact form  by  two  English  prelates  of  the  early  Nor- 
man succession. 

But  though  the  new  doctrines  were  thus  sig- 
nally, and  from  the  first,  installed  in  high  places  in 
the  English  Church,  there  were  special  causes  which 

*  Mabillon,  Iter.  Ital.,  p.  Ixi.  It  is  curious  lo  mark  the  inroad, 
about  ten  years  later  than  the  date  last  given,  of  the  practice  of  coni- 
munioa  in  one  kind,  in  its  earlier  form,  llobert  le  I'oulc  (1150),  re- 
ferred to  above,  says,  "  Primo  corpus  delude  sanguis  a  preahyleris 
suraendus  est.  Institutio  Cliristi  mutanda  non  est  ...  .  Verum  qua- 
liter  a  laicis  eucharistica  sumi  deberet,  sponsiE  suae  commisit  judicio : 
cujus  consilio  et  usu  pulcre  fit,  ut  caro  laicis  distribuatur.  Nimiruni 
periculose  fieret  ut  sanguis  sub  liquida  specie  multitudini  FideUum  di- 
videretur :  longe  pcriculosius  si  infirmatis  per  parochiam  defcrretur." 
This  curious  and  important  passage  proves,  (1.)  that  the  original  limi- 
tation, in  ordinary  celebrati(jns,  was  to  ull  t/ie  chrgij,  not  the  celebrant ; 
(2.)  that  it  was  primarily  justified  on  the  ground  of  Christ's  original 
administration  to  clergy  only,  in  the  person  of  the  Apostles,  so  that 
the  Institution  was  satiisfied  provided  the  clergy  received, — a  ground 
entirely  abandoned  afterwards ;  (3.)  that  the  fear  of  irreverence  Wius  an 
after-thought.  So  late,  indeed,  as  the  Council  of  Constance  (1415),  one 
speaker  alleged  as  a  reason  for  denying  the  cup  to  the  laity,  the  desire 
of  elevating  the  clergy  in  comparison  of  the  people. 

G 


82  THE  PRINCIPLES  OF  DIVINE  SERVICE.     [sECT.  Vlir. 

would  be  likely  to  stand  in  the  way  of  a  cordial  re- 
ception of  them  in  the  nation  at  large.  Not  to  men- 
tion whatever  aversion  might  be  felt  to  them  as  an 
accompaniment  of  the  Norman  sway,  it  is  certain 
that,  down  to  the  very  period  of  the  Conquest,  the 
teaching  of  the  English  Church  was  peculiarly  and 
emi)hatically  opposed  to  all  extremes  in  the  direction 
of  physical  conceptions  of  the  Eucharistic  Mystery. 
The  two  jElfrics^,  Archbishops  of  Canterbury  and  of 
York  respectively,  (995 — 1051),  were  earnest  main- 
tainers  of  that  side  of  the  mystery  which  Ratramn 
and  others  had  so  strenuously  upheld  two  centuries 
before.  There  was  therefore  an  antecedent  proba- 
bility of  the  fact  which  history  confirms,  that  the 
views  of  Berengarius,  which  were  first  defended  by 
him  about  thirty  years  before  the  Conquest,  per- 
vaded nearly  the  whole  of  England,  in  common  with 
other  countries",  and  that  traces  of  them  continued 
to  exist,  we  know  not  to  what  extent,  in  the  end  of 
the  following  century. 

Nor,  when  the  new  dogma  had  been  more  firmly 
established,  did  this  country  fail  to  stand  out  with 
some  prominence,  as  might  have  been  expected,  in 
the  annals  of  reaction  against  it.  Out  of  some  six 
or  seven  ^  among  the  schoolmen,  who  can  be  named, 

*•  The  well-known  Paschal  Homily  of  J<]lfric  has  lately  been  reprinted 
(Lumley,  3849),  with  the  old  translation  published  by  Joeelyne,  Abp. 
Parker's  chaplain,  about  the  year  1566.  The  editor  seems  to  have 
cleared  up  the  old  doubt  as  to  the  author  of  the  homily,  who  accord- 
ing to  him  is  certainly  .^Ifric  Batta,  Abp.  of  York,  (1023—1051).  The 
knguage  "b  either  literally  translated  or  paraphrased  from  the  Latin 
of  Ratramn."  Concerning  the  two  jElfrics,  see  Hard  wick,  JVIiddle  Ages, 
p.  187.     For  Ratramn's  doctrine,  see  above,  pp.  35 — 41. 

«  "  Berengarius  omnes  .  .  Anglos  suis  pene  corruperat  pravitatibus." 
See  above,  p.  46,  note  z.     Comp.  p.  75. 

<*  See  above,  p.  76,  note  q.   Duns  Scotus  was  a  native  of  Northumber- 
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from  the  year  1300  onwards,  as  having  stated  with 
peculiar  freedom  their  objections  to  the  doctrine  of 
annihilation,  no  less  than  four — viz.  Duns  Scotus, 
Occam,  John  Bacon,  and  Holkot  —  were  English- 
men. All  these  were  the  genuine  pioneers  as  well 
as  the  immediate  precursors®  of  WicklifFe,  as  far  as 
concerns  Eucharistic  doctrine.  The  last-mentioned 
of  them,  in  particular,  testifies  that  in  his  day  few 
could  be  persuaded  of  the  annihilation  of  the  Eu- 
charistic elements. 

It  is  further  to  be  remarked,  whatever  importance 
is  to  be  attached  to  it,  that  the  decree  of  the  Lateran 
Council  of  1215  was  never  recognised  by  the  English 
Church  \  or  only  in  a  single  diocese,  though  an  im- 
portant one  (that  of  Salisbury),  until  the  year  1370, 
when  it  was  first  adopted  by  a  council  held  at  Oxford, 
for  the  very  purpose  of  condemning  Wicklifie.  So 
that  it  was  only  for  about  180  years  that  the  Eng- 
lish Church  stood  formally  committed  even  to  the 
comparatively  moderate  Lateran  view  of  the  doctrine. 

3.  But  these  facts  represent  but  a  small  part  of 
the  resistance  or  objection  virtually  made  by  the  Eng- 
lish Church  during  these  five  centuries  (10G6 — 1549) 
to  the  Eoman  views  of  the  Eucharist.     It  will  be 

land ;  John  Bacon,  of  Norfolk ;  Holkot,  of  Northampton,  (Cave,  Cliar- 
topliylax) ;  Occam  certainly  English. 

*  The  date  of  Holkot  is  as  late  as  1340—1349.  Wickliffc's  earliest 
known  tract,  "The  Last  Age  of  tlic  Cliurch,"  was  written  circ.  1350. 
Occam,  again,  whose  views  were,  like  WicklifTc's,  strongly  anti-papal 
as  well  as  opposed  to  the  received  Eucharistic  theory,  was  of  Merton 
College,  Oxford,  of  wliich  WicklifTe  became  a  EcUow  1340,  during  tlic 
lifetime  of  Occam,  who  died  1347.  Wickhlfc,  thougli,  as  a  realist,  op- 
posed to  him,  may  well  have  derived  his  Eucharistic  ideas  in  part  from 
him.  (See,  for  dates,  Cave's  Chartophylax,  p.  271 ;  Ilardwick,  pp. 
347,  400.) 

'  See  "  England  under  tlic  House  of  Lancaster,"  and  the  Christian 
Remembrancer,  No.  72,  Oct.  1853,  p.  419. 

o  2 
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pointed  out  hereafter,  that  she  adhered  in  many  most 
remarkable  points,  and  in  some  important  ones,  to 
the  condition  of  her  Eucharistic  ritual,  such  as  it^  had 
been  when  introduced  by  St.  Augustine ;  refusing  to 
admit  various  alterations  both  of  text  and  rubric, 
of  words  and  mode  of  administration,  which  were 
adopted  elsewhere  throughout  the  West.  So  wide 
indeed  was  the  discrepancy,  owing  to  this  cause  and 
to  others  of  longer  standing,  between  her  rite  and 
the  Eoman,  that  it  may  safely  be  affirmed  that 
no  Roman  or  continental  priest  can  possibly,  for 
many  ages  before  the  Reformation,  have  officiated  at 
an  English  altar.  We  are  only  concerned  at  present 
with  a  single  one,  but  that  by  far  the  most  important 
of  these  discrepancies. 

The  claim  of  Divine  adoration,  as  properly  due  to 
the  Elements  from  the  moment  of  their  consecration, 
was  indeed  inculcated  on  English  ground,  as  else- 
where, from  about  the  time  of  the  Lateran  Council, 
or  perhaps  even  earlier.  But  there  was  this  remarkable 
and  important  difference  between  the  English  Church 
and  all  others  throughout  Europe, — that  her  regular, 
written,  and  authorized  ritual  contained  no  recognition 
of  that  claim.  The  consecrated  Bread  was  indeed 
ordered  to  be  elevated,  so  that  it  might  be  seen  by 
the  people ;  and  there  were  various  diocesan  or  epis- 
copal injunctions  for  its  being  reverenced  by  them. 
But  the  direction  which  was  embodied  in  the  rubrics 
of  all  other  Churches  and  monastic  bodies  of  the 
West,  for  the  celebrant  to  kneel  afid  worship  the  Ele- 

«  It  was  even  then,  as  it  would  seem,  in  no  small  degree  Gallicanised, 
in  its  passage  through  the  South  of  Praiice  in  the  hands  of  St.  Augus- 
tine. It  had  also  retamed  and  embodied  a  few  features  of  ancient 
British  Service.  See  below.  Part  II.  ch.  iii.  on  the  Ancient  English 
Offices. 
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ment,  never  found  footing  in  those  of  the  English 
Church:  and  if  not  in  her  rubrics,  we  may  be  sure 
not  in  her  practice  either,  since  in  all  these  points  the 
rubric  was  always  rigidly  adhered  to.  And  this  pecu- 
liarity continued  down  to  the  very  time  of  the  Re- 
vision of  the  Offices  in  the  sixteenth  century.  The 
Communion  Offices  of  the  various  dioceses  of  Salis- 
bury, of  York,  of  Hereford,  or  of  Bangor,  in  what- 
ever else  they  might  differ,  agreed  in  this  point : — 
a  unanimity,  it  must  be  admitted,  most  striking  and 
even  astonishing,  when  the  universal  prevalence  of 
this  direction  elsewhere  throughout  the  West,  and 
the  immense  importance  attached  to  it,  are  taken 
into  consideration. 

It  is  scarcely  less  astonishing,  that  this  fact  should 
never  before,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  have  been  noticed 
by  any  writer,  Roman  or  English.  The  English  Uses 
were  by  no  means  altogether  unknown  to  foreign 
ritualists,  such  as  Martene  and  Le  Brun,  though  very 
imperfectly  examined  by  them.  Yet  they  have  over- 
looked, beside  many  other  striking  peculiarities,  this 
capital  and  distinctive  feature  of  them.  But  it  is  still 
more  surprising  that  it  should  have  escaped  the  ob- 
servation of  our  own  writers,  as  Palmer  and  Maskell. 

Of  the  fact  itself,  however,  there  is  no  doubt. 
And  as  little  question  is  there  of  the  interpretation 
and  significance  to  be  attached  to  it.  It  clearly  ap- 
pears that  the  loritten  ritual,  at  any  rate,  of  the  English 
Church,  retained  its  orighial  soundness  in  this  par- 
ticular, amid  the  universal  corruption  of  the  whole  of 
Europe  beside.  It  exhibited  all  along  in  the  West 
an  almost  perfect  parallel,  as  far  as  concerned  its 
letter  and  its  authoritative  contents,  to  the  Liturgies 
of  the  East.     The  doctrine  of  elemental  anniliilation, 


so  Tin;  PRINCIPLES  OF  DIVINE  SERVICE,      [sect.  VIII. 

liowever  proclaimed,  almost  from  the  very  hour  of  its 
invention,  from  archicpiscopal  thrones,  and  followed 
np  by  divers  injunctions,  based  upou  it,  in  diocesan 
decrees,  wrought  no  material  change  in  the  liturgical 
forms  of  the  English  Church.  From  whatever  causes, 
(a  point  to  be  considered  presently,)  the  accredited 
ritual  expression  of  that  doctrine,  elsewhere  universally 
imposed  by  the  Roman  See,  found  here  no  place.  Viewed 
in  its  theoretic  structure,  the  stream  of  Liturgical 
service  in  this  country  flowed  almost  unimpaired,  in 
this  particular,  from  the  Apostolic  fountain-head. 

How  far  the  reverence  enjoined  by  the  diocesan 
decrees  referred  to  was  carried,  or  intended  to  be 
carried,  in  this  country,  it  is  somewhat  difficult  to 
decide  with  any  certainty.  But  the  purpose  of  the 
elevation,  as  defined  by  the  rubric,  was  simply  that  the 
Element  "  might  be  seen,"  and  doubtless  beheld  with 
reverence,  "by  the  people."  Nor  have  I  found 
any  distinct  order  for  its  being  ivorshipped,  or  for 
their  prostrating  themselves,  even  in  the  diocesan 
injunctions.  The  directions  are,  that  "the  people 
should  behave  themselves  reverently  at  the  conse- 
cration of  the  Eucharist,  and  kneel,  especially  after 
the  elevation \"  Every  priest  was  "frequently  to 
instruct  the   people,  that  when   the  elevation  takes 

''  "Moneantur  laici,  quod  reverenter  se  habeant  in  consecratione 
eucbaristise,  et  flectaut  genua;  maxime  in  tempore  illo,  quando,  post 
elevationcm  eucharistiae,"  &c.  Coucil.  Dunelni.,  a.d.  1220.  "Hostia 
ita  levetur  in  altum,  ut  a  fidelibua  cimmstantibus  valeat  intueri." 
(This,  however,  is  probably  a  general  term  for  "  worsluppers,"  as  in  the 
Canon Missae:  "Memento  omnium  circumstantium.")  Synod.  Exon., 
1287.  "Sacerdos  quilibet  frequenter  doceat  plebem  suam,  ut  cum 
elevatur  hostia  salutaris,  se  reverenter  mclinet."  Synod.  Norvic., 
A.p.  1257.  "Campanella  pulsetur,  cum  corpus  Domini  in  altum 
erigitur,  ut  per  hoc  devotio  torpentium  excitetur,  ac  aliorum  charitas 
inilammctur."     Conatit.  Ep.  Wigorn.,  1240. 
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place,  they  should  bow  reverently."  Another  enjoins 
that  "it  be  so  raised  on  high,  that  it  can  be  beheld 
by  those  who  stand  around."  The  purpose  is  else- 
where defined  to  be,  "  that  devotion  may  be  awak- 
ened, and  charity  inflamed." 

These  instructions  do  not  necessarily  point  to  any- 
thing beyond  profound  reverence'  for  the  Elements, 
now  consecrated.  They  also,  by  their  varied  expres- 
sions, bespeak  the  absence  of  any  fixed  and  rigid  rule 
on  the  subject.  And  on  the  whole,  seeing  that  no 
example  of  worship  was  set  by  the  celebrant,  it  seems 
not  unreasonable  to  conclude  that  the  practice  of  the 
laity  also,  as  well  as  of  the  officiating  clergy,  in  this 
country,  was  materially  different  from  that  which  pre- 
vailed on  the  Continent. 

This  conclusion  is  greatly  strengthened  by  a  closer 
examination  both  of  the  rubric  and  the  diocesan  injunc- 
tions, taken  in  connection  with  the  ascertained  history 
of  the  practice  of  elevation;  which  is  briefly  as  follows. 
No  such  action  was  used  upon  consecration,  until  the 
middle  of  the  twelfth  century^,  at  earliest.  The  first 
recorded  recognition,  or  even  mention  of  it,  is  at  a 
council  held  at  Paris  in  1188'.  And  it  was  intro- 
duced, as  a  new  practice  ™,  into  Germany,  in  1203,  by 
Cardinal  Guido,  acting  as  Papal  legate  at  Cologne. 
But  in  none  of  these    earlier  instances  of  elevation. 


•  On  the  real  distinction  to  be  made  between  such  reverence  and 
actual  worship,  see  below,  sect.  xiii. 

''  Mabillon  indeed  says  the  middle  of  tlic  eleventh  (Iter  Ital.,  p. 
xlix.) ;  but  he  alleges  no  clear  instance  earlier  than  the  thirteenth. 

'  Ma-skell,  Anc.  Lit.,  p.  92:  "Tujic  elevent  cam,  ut  possit  ab  omni- 
bus vidcri." 

■"  "Hie  bonam  illic  cousuetudinem  instituit,  ut  ad  elcvationcm 
hoslite  oinnis  populus  ad  sonitum  nola;  veniam  prteret,  et  sic  prostratus 
usque  ad  calicis  bencdictionein  jaccret."    Bona,  licr.  Lit.  ii.  13.  2. 
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nor  even  in  the  famous  decree  "  of  Pope  Ilonorius  III., 
circ.  1217,  was  the  inirpose  of  the  elevation,  or  of  the 
actions  accompanying  it,  defined  to  be  the  actual  wor- 
ship of  the  Element :  but,  as  in  the  English  rubrics, 
"that  it  might  be  seen  by  the  people;"  that  they 
might  shew  it  "  reverence ;"  or  "  might  fall  dowm  and 
ask  pardon"."  It  is  about  the  latter  part  of  the  thir- 
teenth century  that  stronger  language  begins  to  be 
used  on  this  head :  as  in  the  ceremoniaP  of  the  date 
of  Gregory  X.  (1271).  Then,  too,  it  is  that  the 
existence  of  the  present  Roman  rubric  begins  first 
to  be  recognised  by  the  ritualists;  as  by  Durandus^ 
(circ.  1286). 

Now  it  is  not  difficult  to  assign  reasons  why  the 
English  Church  would  be  likely  enough,  during  the 
earlier  part  of  the  period  here  spoken  of,  to  admit 
Roman  variations  into  her  rubric,  but  to  cease  to  do 
so  in  the  later  part.  Down  to  the  year  1215,  or 
somewhat  later,  was  the  palmy  time  of  Roman  ascen- 
dancy in  this  country.  A  reaction  against  the  national 
spirit  which  had  spoken  in  the  Constitutions  of  Cla- 
rendon, was  manifest  in  the  triumph  and  canoni- 
zation of  a  Becket,  the  acceptance  of  a  grant  of  Ire- 
land from  the  Pope  by  Hen.  II.,  the  interdict  laid  on 
the  kingdom,  the  deposition  of  John,  the  appoint- 
ment and  removal  of  Langton.     All  these  were  so 

"  "  Cum  elevatttr  liostia,  quilibet  se  reverenter  inclinet,  idem  faciens 
cum  earn  defert  presbyter  ad  iiifirmum." 

°  See  note  m.  So  too  the  customs  of  Cluny  (twelfth  century) :  "  All 
■who  meet  the  Priest  bearing  the  Body  of  the  Lord  should  demand 
pardon." 

"  In  the  Ordo  Romanus,  No.  XIII.  (Mabillon's  Iter.  Italic.,  p.  235) : 
"  In  elevatione  vero  corporis  Christo,  prostement  se  ad  terram,  et  ado- 
rent  reverenter  in  facies  cadendo." 

1  Rationale  Div.  Offic.  iv.  41,  ult. 
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many  proofs  of  the  revived  influence  of  the  Roman 
see,  extending  from  about  1170  to  1215.  But  by 
the  middle  of  this  century,  a  national  animus  reappears 
in  considerable  vigour,  as  vras  marked  by  the  appeal 
of  the  English  ambassadors  to  the  Council  of  Lyons  ^ 
(in  1245),  against  Itahan  exactions;  by  the  rise  of 
Grostete  (1235 — 1253)  ;  and  by  a  variety  of  ordi- 
nances ^  tending  to  restrain  the  Papal  power  in  this 
country,  during  the  next  300  years.  Nothing  was  more 
natural  than  that  the  English  Church,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, should  guard  her  ritual  with  the  same 
jealousy  as  she  guarded  her  spiritualty  and  temporal- 
ities ;  and  should  proceed  no  further  in  the  course 
upon  which  she  had  lately  entered,  of  conforming  her 
rubric  to  the  Roman  developments.  Such  is,  at  least, 
a  very  reasonable  account  to  give  of  the  phenomenon 
which  her  ritual  certainly  presents,  of  having  only 
admitted  in  a  very  germinal  form,  into  her  rubrics,  the 
practice  of  shewing  reverence  to  the  newdy -consecrated 
Elements.  Iler  Eucharistic  mind,  which  remained 
unaltered  for  the  next  three  centuries,  must  be  inter- 
preted by  the  earlier,  not  by  the  later,  significance  at- 
tached to  the  practice  of  elevation.  Her  diocesan  and 
extra-rubrical  teaching  may  well  have  been  intended 
to  keep  within  those  limits. 

It  need  only  be  added  here,  that,  in  like  manner,  the 
adoration  of  the  consecrated  Cup,  enjoined  in  the 
Roman  Use  with  no  less  rigour  and  universality  than 
that  of  the  Bread,  was  wanting  in  the  English  Rite : 
and  that  the  "  Agnus  Dei,"  later  in  the  Office,  which 

'  July  17.     See  Landon's  Councils,  p.  382. 

'  Such  were  the  trial  of  clerks  by  jury,  1275 ;  statute  of  mortmain, 
1279;  appeal  of  the  commons  against  presentation  of  foreigners, 
l2'J7;  statutes  of  provisors,  1352 — 13'jy. 
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in  the  lu)mau  Use  seems  to  be  addressed  to  the 
consecrated  Bread  ("  incHnatus  Sacramento  dicit"), 
in  the  Enghsh  Uses  is  not  so. 

The  only  shadow  of  an  exception  to  what  has  been 
liere  represented  as  the  rule  of  the  regular  English 
ritual,  is  in  the  Use*  supposed  to  be  that  of  Bangor; 
in  which  the  words  "  inclinet  sacerdos  ad  hostiam'* 
follow  the  consecration  of  the  Bread,  though  not  that 
of  the  Cup.  But,  in  the  first  place,  this  falls  very 
far  short  of  the  Roman  direction,  universally  adopted 
elsewhere,  "  Prolatis  verbis  consecrationis  statim  1ios- 
tiam  genujlexus  adoi'at."  And  next,  in  all  the  other 
English  Uses,  this  direction  to  "  incline"  or  bend  to- 
wards the  Elements  (in  the  Sarum  "  towards  the 
Altar,")  precedes  the  words  of  consecration.  (And 
in  truth  this  was  the  old  Roman  or  Western  usage 
also,  as  writers  °  from  the  eighth  to  the  eleventh 
century  testify,  though  it  has  now  disappeared  from 
the  canon  :  and  it  is  explained  by  them  to  signify 
Christ's  humbling  Himself  to  the  Death  upon  the 
Cross.)  Now  it  was  obvious  to  repeat  this  action 
(as  in  the  Bangor  Use)  in  a  position  after  the  words 
of  consecration,  and  to  convert  it  into  an  act  of  ado- 
ration of  the  Elements.  And  it  is  very  remarkable 
that  we  find  this  addition  made  in  some  late  editions 
of  the  Sarum  Missal^,  and  when  it  was  restored  to 
use  during  the  brief  reign  of  Mary. 

And  we  may  with  much  probability  discern  by 
this  light  the  process  by  which  the  Roman  rubric 
was  brought  to  its  present  condition.     The  old  direc- 

*  Printed  by  Maskell,  Anc.  Lit.,  column  2.  See  ibid.,  p.  cliv.  Others 
suppose  it  to  be  only  a  variety  of  the  Sarum.     The  date  is  circ.  1400. 

»  Amalarius  (820),  c.  30 ;  Micrologus  (1080) ;  Honorius,  Gemma 
Animse,  (1130). 

»  E.  g.  Ed.  1533.  Eegnault,  Paris.    Ed.  1554.  Valeutio,  Rouen. 
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tion  and  practice — how  old  we  know  not,  but  pro- 
bably as  old  as  St.  Gregory  at  least,  since  it  appears 
in  all  English  Uses — being  for  the  celebrant  to  incline 
with  a  symbolical  import,  as  above  explained,  before 
consecration :  this  in  the  eleventh  or  twelfth  century 
was  abolished ;  and  after  consecration,  first  an  act  of 
elevation  only,  as  in  the  English  Uses,  but  subse- 
quently one  of  worship  also,  prescribed  in  its  stead. 

It  may  be  proper  to  add,  that  in  a  Pontifical  ^  of 
the  Use  of  Sarum,  of  about  the  year  1468,  we  find 
the  Roman  direction  for  the  worship  of  the  elements 
embodied  in  the  Canon.  This  only  proves  that  the 
pontifical  Offices  were  (as  would  be  not  unlikely) 
under  more  immediate  Roman  influence  than  the 
ordinary  Eucharistic  ritual.  It  establishes  nothing 
against  the  position  here  affirmed,  that  the  regular 
English  Rite  knew  nothing  of  such  adoration. 

4.  But  the  English  Eucharistic  ritual,  in  various 
other  respects  besides  that  which  has  been  now  spe- 
cified, contrasted  remarkably  with  that  of  the  Roman 
Church  and  of  the  continent  of  Europe.  That  dis- 
use of  whole  elements  and  features  of  Eucharistic 
Service  (such  as  the  ancient  Litanies)  which,  as  we 
saw,  paved  the  way  for  the  reception  of  unsound 
doctrine,  and  greatly  aggravated  its  effects,  had  never 
been  carried  to  the  same  lengths  in  England.  The 
Litany  more  especially,  which  in  the  Roman  Use, 
from  the  tenth  century,  ceased  to  be  said   (except 

'  In  the  University  Library,  Cambridge,  MSS.  Mm.  3,  21.  On  the 
fly-leaf  is  written  by  a  later  hand,  "Innocent  VIII.,  Hen.  "VIII.,  cirea 
M  cccc  Lxviii."  The  Pontifical  contained  the  Ofllccs  proper  to  Bishops, 
as  those  for  Ordination,  Consecration  of  Churches,  &c.  That  of  Sarum 
was  quite  distinct  from  the  lloman,  and  contained  especially  a  set  of 
ancient  Benedictiones  Episropalca,  which  have  been  disused  at  lioiuc 
eiuce  the  time  of  Gregory  the  Great.     See  Muralori,  Vetua  Lit.  Iloni. 
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on  n  single  day  in  tlie  year,  and  at  Ordinations  and 
Consecrations,)  in  its  proper  Eucharistic  connection, 
had  retained  it  in  England,  in  the  season  of  Lent, 
down  to  the  time  of  the  Reformation  :  while  another 
and  somewhat  briefer  form  of  intercession  was  ap- 
pointed, according  to  the  Use  of  Sarum,  on  all  Sun- 
days and  Festivals.  But  besides  this,  the  ordinary 
Othces  of  the  Church  continued  to  be  in  use  on  Sun- 
days and  Festivals  at  least,  as  a  prelude  to  Eucharistic 
celebration.  There  was,  therefore,  a  far  less  degree  of 
ejection  of  the  popular  and  congregational  element  out 
of  the  Eucharistic  Office.  And  besides  this,  a  higher 
standard  as  to  frequency  of  lay  communion  was  pre- 
scribed in  at  least  some  parts  of  this  country,  than  else- 
where. The  Lateran  decrees  of  1215  require  but  one 
Communion  in  the  year.  The  diocesan  synod  of  Salis- 
bury, 1217,  already  referred  to,  (while  endorsing  the 
Lateran  decree  as  to  the  Elements,)  required  three, 
which  was  continued  as  the  rule  of  the  English  Church 
at  the  time  of  the  Revision  of  her  Offices. 

Thus  did  the  English  Church  exhibit,  during  that 
mournful  period  of  Europe's  Eucharistic  history,  from 
the  eleventh  to  the  sixteenth  century,  the  nearest  ap- 
proach which  the  annals  of  the  West  afford,  to  the 
proper  retention  of  the  ancient  Eucharistic  views  and 
practice.  That  its  condition  in  this  respect  was  at  all 
satisfactory,  or  realized  the  mind  of  early  days,  or  of 
the  Church's  bright  Eucharistic  Millennium,  I  am  far 
indeed  from  representing.  Practically,  error  was  pro- 
bably here,  as  elsewhere,  deep-seated,  though  in  a 
milder  form.  But  the  great  point  to  be  remarked 
is,  that  it  existed  in  spite  of,  a7id  in  opposition  to,  the 
written  and  ritual  law  of  the  Church,  7iot  in  virtue  of 
it:  and  that  it  was   not  unaccompanied   either  by 
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occasional  protest,  in  the  form  of  serious  questioning 
as  to  the  Eucharistic  dogma  thus  forcibly  imposed,  or 
by  ritual  compensa4;ions,  and  witnessings  for  a  purer 
Eucharistic  theology.  Owing  to  the  national  pecu- 
liarities just  described,  there  had  survived  in  the 
soil  of  the  English  Church  many  a  "tough  and 
stringy  root"  of  ancient  Eucharistic  custom,  which 
had  elsewhere  been  extirpated.  Throughout  the  rest 
of  the  Western  Church,  the  Eucharist  had  long  ceased 
to  be  customarily  celebrated  with  any  reference,  such 
as  the  primitive  forms''  contained,  both  in  East  and 
West,  to  the  entire  Economy  :  to  the  Incarnation,  the 
Nativity,  and  the  other  earlier  events  of  it,  as  well  as 
to  the  Passion  and  other  later  and  crowning  ones. 
Nor,  for  the  same  period,  had  any  detailed  interces- 
sion been  made  for  the  Church  and  for  mankind ; 
any  deprecation  of  particular  evils,  or  any  petition 
for  particular  needs,  temporal  or  spiritual  * :  any 
prayer  for  those  in  sickness  or  danger,  for  the  tra- 
veller, the  fatherless  or  widow,  and  such  like  cases 
of  need.  All  this  solemn  Eucharistic  memory  and 
pleading  of  Christ's  Divine  Actions;  all  this  kindly 
and  bounden  care  for  the  necessities  of  the  world, 
was  cut  off  by  the  disuse  of  the  Litany,  and  not  re- 

*  These  commemorations  still  remain,  in  a  position  corresponding  to 
that  of  our  Litany,  in  the  very  ancient  Syriac  Liturgy  of  St.  James, 
(llcnaudot,  ii.  p.  16.)  In  the  Greek  forms,  tlicy  are  in  the  prcamlile  to 
the  Institution.  (See  Ncale,  Gen.  Iiitrod.,  pp.  542 — 551 )  Li  the 
M()zaral)ic  they  arc  more  clearly  connected  with  tlio  consecration, 
(^'eale,  Tetralogia,  p.  148.) 

'  Tiie  intercessions  in  the  Roman  Ollice  arc  restricted  to  three  or 
four  lines :  "  for  the  Church  universal,  its  peace  and  unity,  the  poj)e, 
the  bishops,  the  faithful,  the  congregation,  and  the  departed."  (See 
the  "Te  igitur"  and  "Memento.")  The  deprecations  are  yet  more 
brief:  "for  deliverance  from  all  evils,  past,  present,  and  to  come." 
("  Libera  uos,"  &c.,  after  the  Lord's  I'rayer.) 
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stored  in  any  other  shape.  In  this  country  alone, 
more  especially  during  a  portion  of  the  year,  it  had 
its  ancient  i)lacc,  and  thus  maintained  a  solitary  wit- 
ness in  the  West  to  the  proper  constitution  of  Eu- 
charistic  Service.  And  when  we  add  to  this,  that 
another  great  Eucharistic  element,  that  of  praise, 
never  slumbered  here  to  the  same  extent  as  else- 
where, but  was  perpetuated  on  all  high  Eucharistic 
days,  (as  Sundays  and  chief  festivals,)  in  the  Psalms 
and  Hymns,  the  Scripture  and  Canticles,  of  the  Ordi- 
nary Office,  long  after  these  had  fallen,  as  it  should 
seem,  into  disuse  in  other  parts  of  the  West; — we 
surely  discern,  in  the  English  national  worship  of 
the  middle  ages,  a  breadth  and  justness  of  Eucha- 
ristic conception,  up  to  a  certain  point,  quite  peculiar 
to  it.  That  misdirection  of  the  Eucharistic  rite,  as  to 
its  purpose  and  design ;  that  narrowing  of  its  range, 
which  elsewhere  proceeded  to  the  utmost  lengths,  was 
never  quite  without  alloy  or  abatement  here.  And  it 
is  unlikely  that  they  who  were  taught  to  associate  the 
Eucharist  with  this  wider  range  of  ideas,  could  really 
receive,  as  its  almost  exclusive  conception,  the  crea- 
tion by  it  of  an  object  of  Divine  Worship ;  or  could 
fail  to  recognise,  as  one  very  important  function  of  it, 
the  presentation,  in  mysterious  union  with  the  One 
Sacrifice,  both  of  the  individual  member,  and  of  the 
body  of  the  faithful,  acceptable  to  God  in  Christ. 

IX.  The  facts  to  which  attention  has  now — so  far 
as  I  am  aware,  for  the  first  time — been  drawn,  and 
which  will  perhaps  be  received  with  somewhat  of  sur- 
prise, or  even  of  incredulity,  marked  out  the  Church 
of  this  country  as  that  in  which,  if  anywhere  in  the 
West,  a  successful  reinstatement  of  the  Eucharistic 
Mystery,  by  a  recovery   of  the   ancient  manner  of 
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holding  it,  and  by  the  embodiment  of  it  in  a  sound 
ritual,  might  be  hoped  for.  Other  countries  of  Europe, 
being  more  completely  committed  to  views  and  prac- 
tices properly  subversive  of  the  old  verity,  with  far 
less  of  alloying  circumstances,  might  well  be  expected, 
in  whatever  reaction  they  might  experience,  either  to 
fall  short  of  a  genuine  recovery  and  working  back  to 
the  truth,  or,  in  the  rebound,  to  run  into  excess  in 
the  other  direction. 

And  such,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  has  been  the  case. 
The  Roman  Church,  though  largely  reacting  all  along, 
as  far  as  concerns  theoretical  statement  of  doctrine, 
against  her  earlier  and  more  extravagant  positions  of 
the  eleventh  century,  and  though  manifesting^,  at  the 
epoch  of  the  Reformation,  some  desire  of  retracing 
her  now  ancient  error  of  five  hundred  years'  standing, 
has  nevertheless  been  so  far  from  winning  her  way 
back  to  the  whole  truth,  that  she  has  ended  by  bind- 
ing upon  herself  ritual  practices  which  can  only  be 
properly  based  on  the  entire  denial  of  one  whole  side 
of  it. 

Nor  have  those  continental  bodies  which,  in  various 
times  and  countries,  drawing  off  from  allegiance  to 
Rome,  have  undertaken  to  reform  and  restore  Eucha- 
ristic  doctrine,  been  at  all  more  successful.  lUacos 
extra  muros  peccatur  et  intra.     A  contest  of  oppo- 

^  See  tlie  able  sketch  of  the  Counter-Reformation  in  Ilardwick,  Re- 
fonnatioii,  cli.  vi.  Not  a  few  of  the  Roman  diviiios,  as  George  Cas- 
sander,  (il)id.,  p.  290,)  desired  that  the  appeal  should  be  made  "ad 
consensuni  univcrsalem  vetustissiinarum  Ecclesiaruin,  usque  ad  a'tat(Mn 
Leonis  vcl  etiam  Gregorii."  And  this,  in  truth,  \v;is  the  principle 
professed,  and,  so  far  as  was  convenient,  acted  upon  by  tiic  Council  of 
Trent.  "  Nemo  contra  cum  scnsum  quern  tenuit  et  tenet  sancta  mater 
Ecclesia,  .  .  .  aut  etiam  contra  unanimem  conscnsum  Patrum  S.  Scrip- 
turam  Lnterpretari  audeat."     Concil.  Trid.,  Sess.  IV. 
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site  excesses  sums  up  the  Eueliaristic  history  of  the 
European  continent  for  eight  hundred  years  past. 
Not  so  much  as  a  single  clear  enunciation  of  sound 
Eucharist ic  doctrine  falls  upon  the  ear;  much  less 
does  any  embodiment  and  exhibition  of  such  doctrine, 
in  a  thoroughly  sound  ritual,  meet  the  eye,  through- 
out that  period. 

(It  does  not  by  any  means  follow  from  hence,  nor  is 
it  meant  to  be  implied,  that  the  Eucharistic  celebra- 
tions of  the  West  during  this  time  were  invalid. 
Neither  the  doctrinal  misconceptions,  nor  the  corrupt 
ritual  practices  based  upon  them,  could  invalidate  the 
rite,  so  long  as  it  was  performed  with  the  due  essen- 
tials as  to  matter,  words,  and  officiating  persons,  and 
so  far  as  it  was  so.  But  there  was  still  so  wide  a 
departure  from  Apostolic  conception  and  practice  as 
to  mar  and  obscure,  to  the  most  grievous  extent,  what 
happily  no  amount  of  human  perversion,  within  the 
limits  just  described,  could  altogether  destroy.) 

In  England  it  was  otherwise.  Here,  besides  some 
earlier  and  less  clearly  defined  instances  of  re- 
action, we  have  seen  that  the  first  half  of  the  four- 
teenth century  abounded  to  an  unexampled  degree  in 
the  free  expression  of  opinion  in  this  country  as  to 
the  untenableness,  on  philosophical  grounds,  of  the 
doctrine  of  elemental  annihilation ;  and  perhaps  also 
in  a  somewhat  widely  spread  loosening  of  the  hold 
which  that  opinion  possessed  on  the  general  mind. 
All  these  manifestations  of  opinion,  however,  at  least 
in  the  case  of  the  schoolmen  referred  to,  were  accom- 
panied by  a  ceding,  real  or  nominal,  of  the  point  at 
issue,  in  consideration  of  the  decision,  or  what  was 
decreed  to  be  such,  of  Rome  and  the  West.  They 
did  not  result  in  any  clear  re-statement,  in  the  ancient 
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manner,  of  the  Eiicharistic  Mystery ;  nor  did  they 
exercise  any  influence  on  the  English  Ritual ;  which 
was  indebted,  as  it  should  seem,  to  other  and  some- 
what earlier  causes  '^  for  whatever  of  superior  purity 
or  soundness  it  preserved. 

But  about  twenty  years  after  the  last  of  these  pro- 
tests, such  as  they  were,  a  spectacle  new  to  Europe 
for  many  hundreds  of  years  is  exhibited.  It  is  that 
of  the  open  enunciation,  correctly  and  sufficiently 
expressed  in  both  its  terms,  of  the  Eucharistic  Mys- 
tery. In  propositions  still  on  record,  and  about 
which  there  is  therefore  no  sort  of  doubt,  John  Wick- 
hffe,  in  the  year  13S0,  affirmed  on  the  one  hand 
"  that  the  Elements  are  really  and  truly  the  Body  and 
Blood  of  Christ " ;"  and  on  the  other,  "  that  they  re- 
tain their  natural  substances  \  and  may  not  be  wor- 
shipped." It  is  interesting  to  note  that  the  form 
which  one  of  his  positions  assumed  was,  "  that  of  old 

"  Above,  p.  84. 

•  "  Eucharistia  Labet,  virtute  vcrbonim  sacrament alium,  tarn  Corpus 
quam  Sanguinem  Christi,  vere  et  realiter  ad  queinlibet  ejus  punctum," 
(4tli  Proposition.)  Again,  he  distinguishes  between  hiniseil'  and  "here- 
tykes  that  trow  that  this  Sacrament  may  on  none  wise  be  Goddus 
Body,"  (Wickliffe's  Confession,  1382).  The  first  Proposition  does  in- 
deed affirm  that  "Hostia  consccrata  quam  videm-us  in  altari,  nee  est 
Christus  nee  aliqua  Sui  pars,  sed  elBcax  ejus  signum."  But  this  is  iii 
all  fairness  to  be  understood  of  His  natural  Body,  under  Its  physical 
conditions.  And  the  equivalent  to  "  eilicax  signum"  was  upheld  as  a 
truth  in  the  eiglitli  century,  (above,  p.  35  :  and  see  "  Notes  on  a  Sermon," 
&c.,  Note  I.,  on  the  titles  "  Type,  Figure,  Symbol,  &e.,  as  applied  to  the 
Holy  Eucharist"  by  the  early  writers).  Wicklille  is  clearly  speaking 
of  the  outward  part  as  an  "  elficax  signum."  (Comp.  the  Eng.  Art.  25, 
"eflicacia  signa.")     See  Hardwick,  Middle  Ages,  p.  407. 

'  "Olim  fuit  fides  Ecclesise  llomansc  in  professione  Bcrcngarii, 
quod  panis  et  vinum,  qurc  rcmanod  pust  hcncd'uiionem,  sunt  hostia 
consccrata."  Prop.  3.  On  the  subject  of  worship  of  the  Elements, 
see  his  Trialogus,  p.  l'J2. 

H 
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tlic  faith  of  the  Roman  Church  was  that  of  Beren- 
garius,  tliat  the  bread  and  wine  remain  after  the 
blessing," 

And  tluis,  whatever  WickUffe's  views  in  other  re- 
spects, or  wliatevcr  the  vagaries  of  liis  followers^, 
to  liim  certainly  belongs  the  credit  of  having  been 
the  first  to  re-state  boldly  that  side  of  Eiicharistic 
truth  which  had  so  long  been  obscured  in  the  West, 
without  at  the  same  time  running  into  excess  on  the 
other  side. 

We  cannot,  indeed,  assign  to  this  setting  forth  of 
the  old  Eucharistic  truth  the  very  first  rank  in  point 
of  importance,  nor  for  a  moment  compare  it,  for  its 
results,  with  that  which  followed,  nearly  two  hundred 
years  later,  in  this  country.  We  can  point  to  no 
immediate  fruits  of  it  in  the  form  of  a  sounder  belief 
either  extensively  entertained,  or  ritually  embodied. 
It  is  very  doubtful,  too,  whether  that  subsequent  and 
national  movement  can  be  legitimately  or  directly 
traced  ^  to  the  influence  of  this  one,  as  to  a  primary 
impulse.  It  was,  in  truth,  rather  the  heading  up 
and  the  final  effort  of  a  form  of  thought,  which  in 
this  country  more  especially,  as  we  have  seen,  had  for 
near  a  century  past  been  gathering  momentum,  and 
tending  to  a  collision  with  the  prevailing  doctrine. 
When  that  collision  took  place,  the  aggressive  body  of 
opinion,  slowly  matured,  indeed,  but  insufficiently  com- 
pacted or  sustained,  was  dashed  to  pieces  and  dissi- 

K  See  Hardwick,  ISIiddle  Ages,  p.  410. 

''  "  The  impulses  by  whicli  this  country  was  aroused  to  assert  the 
ancient  faith,  and  to  recast  the  Liturgy  and  other  forms  of  public 
worship,  are  not  traceable  to  any  of  the  feverish  agitations  which  the 
tliirteenth  and  fourteenth  centuries  produced."  Hardwick,  Reforma- 
tion, p.  180.  He  points  out,  however,  some  slight  under-cun-cuts  of 
connection. 
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pated  in  the  shock  with  the  iron  strength  of  the 
dominant  mind  of  the  West. 

X.  But  the  next  movement  of  the  kind  in  tliis 
country,  falling  upon  a  more  propitious  time,  and 
conducted  both  with  juster  conceptions  of  what  was 
needed,  and  from  the  vantage-ground  of  a  higher 
ecclesiastical  position,  had  a  very  different  issue. 

Hitherto,  all  instances  of  reaction  against  the  Eu- 
charistic  doctrines  of  the  eleventh  century  had  either 
been  unsound  in  degree,  (whether  in  the  way  of  de- 
fect or  excess),  or,  if  sound,  were  confined  to  per- 
sonal expressions  of  opinion,  and  found  no  utterance 
in  the  ritual  of  any  body  of  Christians. 

The  great  English  movement  of  the  sixteenth  and 
seventeenth  centuries  was  absolutely  discriminated 
from  all  those  instances  by  two  notes  of  difference  : 
namely,  first,  by  the  full  and  equal  enunciation  of 
both  terms  of  the  Eucharistic  Mystery,  with  only 
such  limitations  as  the  subject  itself  prescribes ;  and 
next,  by  the  embodiment  of  the  recovered  Verity  in 
the  ritual  of  an  entire  Church  and  nation. 

In  proof  of  this,  it  will  only  be  necessary  to  point 
to  deliberate  statements,  or  more  incidental  indica- 
tions, contained  in  authorized  forms  of  the  English 
Church,  from  the  year  1548  onwards;  such,  more 
especially,  as  cither  virtually,  or  in  so  many  words, 
continue  a  part  of  her  principles  and  teaching  at  the 
present  day.  And  it  must  be  clearly  understood  that 
we  are  not  concerned  with  the  ebb  and  flow  of  opi- 
nion on  the  subject,  whether  in  the  minds  of  parti- 
cular persons,  or  in  the  temper  of  the  times  at  certaiti 
periods ;  but  only  with  the  accredited  expressions  of 
the  mind  of  the  Church  herself.  It  is  also  to  bo 
borne  in  mind,  that  wc  are  not  now  speaking  of  the 

n  2 
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entire  structure  or  contents  of  the  revised  English 
Oftice,  viewed  as  a  mode  of  celebrating  the  Holy  Eu- 
charist ;  but  only  of  the  recognition  contained  in  it, 
and  in  other  fornuilaries,  of  the  two  great  Terms  of 
the  Eucharistic  iMystery :  namely,  first,  that  the  con- 
secrated Elements  are  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ, 
only  not  under  Their  natural,  but  a  supranatural 
ihode  of  existence ;  and,  secondly,  that  the  Elements, 
though  thus  elevated  in  their  conditions  and  powers, 
yet  lose  not  their  proper  nature  or  substance,  but 
continue  to  be  real  Bread  and  Wine.  We  shall  find, 
however,  that  it  was  not  at  a  single  step,  but  through 
the  medium  of  successive  revisions  of  her  Offices  and 
formularies,  that  the  English  Church  thus  recovered 
the  full  enunciation,  on  both  its  sides,  of  the  Eucha- 
ristic Mystery. 

It  is  to  be  observed  in  the  first  place, — and  it  is 
perhaps  somewhat  characteristic  of  the  English  mind, 
— that  the  dogmatic  re-affirmation  of  Eucharistic  doc- 
trine was  preceded,  in  point  of  time,  by  the  virtual  re- 
instalment  of  it  in  ritual.  It  was,  as  it  should  seem, 
by  the  practical  use  of  a  purer  Office, — an  Office  from 
which  the  confessed  additions  of  later  times,  such  as 
the  elevation  of  the  Elements  immediately  on  conse- 
cration, had  been  removed,  while  ancient  features 
long  obsolete  in  the  West,  as  the  Communion  in  both 
kinds,  and  the  Litany,  had  been  restored  to  it, — that 
the  EngHsh  Church  won  her  way  back  to  a  sound 
conception  and  statement  of  the  Mystery.  And  this 
was,  in  truth,  the  just  order  of  events.  As  ritual 
unfaithfulness,  in  ages  long  past',  had  prepared  the 
way  for  the  influx  of  unsoundness  in  doctrine ;  so  the 
repairing  of  the  old   defences  of  this  kind  left   the 

'  See  above,  p.  51. 
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Church  of  this  country  at  leisure  to  ponder  and  weigh, 
under  circumstances  favourable  to  a  pure  and  right 
judgment,  the  great  question  which  lay  before  her, 
and  which  it  was  ultiuiately  granted  her  to  replace, 
in  the  dogmatic  no  less  thnn  the  ritual  form,  on  its 
ancient  and  properly  immoveable  foundations. 

The  project  of  a  Revision  of  her  Ritual,  both 
ordinary  and  Eucharistic,  had  in  truth  occupied  the 
attention  of  the  English  Church  from  a  far  earlier 
period  than  is  commonly  supposed.  It  is  usually 
represented  ^  that  in  the  year  1548-9,  a  body  of 
Divines,  then  first  selected  and  commissioned  by  the 
Crown  for  the  purpose,  and  resting  their  authority  on 
no  broader  basis,  took  in  hand  for  the  first  time  the 
revision  or  reconstruction  of  the  ancient  Offices;  and 
thus  produced,  at  a  shigle  effort,  the  earliest  form  of 
the  English  Prayer-Book.  Such  a  representation, 
however,  does  very  imperfect  justice  to  the  real  cha- 
racter of  this  important  movement.  The  work  thus 
accomplished  did  not  merely — which  is  the  most  that 
is  generally  admitted — go  forth  with  the  sanction  of 
Convocation,  but  had,  in  the  truest  sense,  originated 
with  that  body,  and  was  carried  through  by  members 
of  it :  and  so  was  in  far  stricter  reality  the  work  of 
the  Church  by  representation  than  it  would  otherwise 
have  been.  And  again,  this  work  of  revision  had 
been  spread  over  a  period  much  more  commensurate 
with  the  greatness  of  the  undertaking,  than  is  thus 
erroneously  assumed.  Some  little  obscurity,  indeed, 
still  exists  as  to  the  exact  degree  in  which   Convo- 

''  As  by  L'Estrangc,  Alliance  of  Divine  Offices,  p.  44,  (Ed.  Oxf.  184G). 
Wlieally  (lutroduclion)  records  the  appointineut  of  the  earlier  Com- 
niitteo,  hut  with  no  idea  of  its  huvini,'  any  eouncciioii  with  the  subse- 
quent ilevibion  of  151'J. 
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ration  wns  concerned  in  the  revision ;  but  that  it  was 
so  to  a  far  greater  extent,  and  from  a  much  earher 
date,  than  is  generally  conceived,  is  certain. 

As  early  as  the  year  1510,  we  discern  the  first 
indication  of  a  steady  design  and  endeavour,  never 
afterwards  abandoned,  of  amending  the  existing  con- 
dition of  the  ancient  English  Service-books.  In  that 
year  appeared  an  edition '  of  the  Sarum  Breviary,  dif- 
fering so  widely,  at  least  in  point  of  arrangement  and 
method,  if  not  in  its  actual  contents,  from  all  previous 
editions,  that  a  peculiarly  well-informed  antiquarian"" 
has  not  hesitated  to  designate  it  by  the  title  Refor- 
iiiatum.  The  chief  characteristics  of  this  edition  were, 
(I.)  the  greater  fulness,  clearness,  and  simplicity  of 
the  instructions  for  using"  the  Office;  the  rubrics 
being  without  abbreviations,  the  references  simpli- 
fied, and  the  anthems,  &c.  printed  in  extenso ; — and 
(2.)  the  increased  length  of  the  Lessons,  which  of  late 
had  been  very  much  abbreviated  in  most  of  the  printed 
copies  ;  as  well  as  the  assigning  fixed  Lessons  to  some 
davs  °  which  had  lacked  them  hitherto,  and  the  reading 

'  See  Rev.  C.  Seager's  Portiforium  Sarisburiense,  (Leslie,  1843,) 
Preface,  pp.  vi.,  vii.,  ciii.  He  remarks  that  the  lections  at  Nocturns 
are  "  twice  as  long  as  in  any  of  the  other  editions."  Another  learned 
ritualist  (F.  H.  Dickinson,  Esq.)  considers  that  this  was  only  a  return 
to  the  standard  all  along  acknowledged  by  the  larger  "Breviaries," 
though  departed  from  m  the  smaller  "  Portiforia."  But  even  if  this 
was  so,  the  alterations  in  other  respects  fully  justify  the  view  taken 
by  Mr.  Seager,  and  adopted  in  the  text. 

■^  Rev.  C.  Seager,  as  above,  p.  vii. :  "  Editiouem  istam  a  reliquis 
distinguendam,  et  nomine  suo  Breviarium  Sarisbur.  Refarmatum  ap- 
pellandam  fuisse,  manifestum  est." 

°  See  Seager,  Monitum  generale,  p.  ii.,  iii. 

"  As,  for  example,  to  the  several  week-days  in  Advent,  which  had 
hitherto,  in  the  Sarum  Use,  only  had  a  portion  assigned  to  each  week 
as  a  whole.  The  idea  was  taken  from  the  Use  of  York.  Seager, 
p.  ciii.     He  adds,  (p.  ciii.),  "  De  lectiouibus  notaudum  est,  eas  quae  de 
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of  the  text  of  Scripture  in  order,  without  omission.  It 
is  hardly  conceivable  that  these  reforms,  the  two  last- 
mentioned  more  especially,  can  have  been  made  with- 
out Synodal  authority.  And  we  discern  in  them  two, 
at  least,  of  the  leading  principles  which  governed  the 
Revision  of  1549  :  first,  the  simplification  ^  of  the  use 
of  the  Office  ;  and  secondly,  the  increased  provision  of 
Holy  Scripture*^.  This  edition  re-appeared  in  1531. 
Two  years  later,  a  similar  work  was  done  upon 
the  Siirura  Missal.  An  edition  of  it  was  put  forth 
in  1538,  in  which  the  utmost  pains  were  taken,  to 
a  degree  unexampled  hitherto,  to  render  the  direc- 
tions for  its  use  clear  and  intelligible,  and  also  to  faci- 
litate the  finding,  in  the  Bible  itself,  of  the  passages 
used  either  as  Epistles  and  Gospels »",  or  in  other  ways, 
for  introits,  oflertories,  and  the  like\  The  former 
provision  would  redound  more  especially  to  the  bene- 
fit of  the  clergy,  the  latter  to  that  of  the  people ;  for 
by  this  time  the  use  of  Tyndale's  version  of  the  Bible 
was  beginning  to  receive  open  encouragement  from 


Esaia  sumptsc  sunt  ita  ordinatas  esse,  ut  sine  omissione  omnia  suo  or- 
dine  sequanlur." 

p  Comi)are  the  Preface  to  the  Prayer-book  of  1549  :  "  The  Holy  Scrip- 
ture is  so  set  forth,  that  all  things  shall  be  done  in  order,  without 
breaking  one  piece  from  another.  It  is  also  most  commodious  for  the 
plainness  of  the  Order,  for  tiiat  the  rules  be  few  and  easy." 

'  Ibid.,  sub  init. 

'  "Cum  multis  annotatiunculis,  ct  litt(!ri.s  alphabcticis  Evangcli- 
oruiu  atque  Epislolarum  origincm  indieanlibus."     Colophon,  fol.  lii. 

•  A  copy  of  this  edition  (4to.,  Paris,  lU'gnault,  May  27,  ISIJ."},)  is  in 
the  University  Library,  Cambridge,  (J3.  5,  57),  and  in  the  Bodleian, 
(Gougi),  129).  It  is  said  in  the  title-page  to  be  "  elimatissime  inipres- 
suni,"  and  deserves  the  eulogium.  "  Tabula  etiam  perpulehra,  secun- 
dum numerum  foliorum  singidas  dominieas  ct  festa  demonstrans.  Non 
sine  ingcnti  atquc  pervigili  enra.  Cum  approprialis  ubilibet  iiistoriis 
(piolationil)us  [fine?]  liiteris  alpliabeticis  unum  ([Ucukiik.  luciim  Stirnc 
liaijiuai  iti  jiromplic  indicaiililjm" 
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the  bisliojis,  aiul  a  revision  of  it  for  public  authori- 
zation was  actually  in  hand'.  In  this  edition  there 
are  some  singular  rubrical  additions,  which  bespeak 
its  having  proceeded  from  high  authority. 

It  is  not  long  after  this  that  stronger  indications  of 
the  connection  of  Convocation  with  ritual  progress 
and  improvement  begin  to  appear.  In  the  year  1584 
the  Convocation  of  Canterbury"  petitioned  Henry  VIII. 
— fruitlessly  at  that  time — to  authorize  an  English 
Version  of  the  Bible :  a  not  unnatural  result  of  the 
appeal  to  Scripture  which  the  clergy  had  made  in 
the  same  year,  when  repudiating  the  Pope's  supre- 
macy. This  was  not  in  itself  a  ritual  measure.  But 
it  is  surely  most  remarkable,  though  I  am  not  aware 
that  it  has  been  noticed  hitherto,  that,  coincidently 
with  this  petition,  the  issue  of  printed  editions  of  the 
principal  ancient  Service-books,  of  whatever  "  Use," 
which  since  the  end  of  the  fifteenth  century  had  con- 
tinued without  intermission,  mddenly  ceased^;  and 
in  the  case  of  the  ]\Iissal  was  never  resumed  up  to  the 
time  of  the  first  Revision  of  the  Offices  in  1549.  This 
coincidence  is  too  remarkable  to  have  been  the  result 
of  accident.  It  indicates,  not  obscurely,  a  design  or 
desire  on  the  part  of  Convocation  to  popularize  the 

'  Tyndale's  version  of  1525,  and  all  other  vernacular  versions,  were 
prohibited  by  royal  proclamation  three  years  before ;  but  Cranmer,  in 
the  course  of  this  or  the  next  year,  (1534)  "distributed  Tyndale's  ver- 
sion, in  nine  or  ten  parts,  among  the  Bishops,  for  correction,  and  re- 
ceived favourable  answers  from  most  of  them."     Hardwick,  p.  197. 

"  Dec.  19.     Journal  of  Convocation,  fol.  60.     Collier,  p.  95. 

'  This  may  be  seen  by  inspection  of  the  "  List  of  Printed  Service- 
books,  according  to  the  Ancient  Uses  of  the  Anglican  Church," 
(printed  privately  by  Masters,  L850).  No  Breviary,  Psalter,  or  book  of 
Hymns,  of  whatever  Use,  is  known  to  have  been  printed  between  1535 
and  1541,  (see  the  text  further  on);  no  Processional  from  1532  to 
1544;  no  Missal  from  1534  lo  1553. 
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ancient  Offices,  and  adapt  them  to  congregational  use, 
(at  least  to  the  extent  of  having  the  portions  of  Scrip- 
ture contained  in  them  read  in  the  vernacular,)  before 
putting  them  forth  again.  It  would  be  natural,  under 
the  influence  of  such  a  hope,  to  suspend  the  issuing  of 
the  Service-books  in  their  older  form. 

And  in  full  accordance  with  the  supposition  here 
made  as  the  motive  of  such  suspension,  we  find  put 
forth  at  this  time  an  entirely  novel  kind  of  help  (as  it 
would  seem)  to  congregational  or  popular  devotion,  in 
connection  with  the  Eucharistic  Office.  From  the  year 
1538,  (or  perhaps  earlier,)  begin  to  appear,  generally 
attached  to  the  end  of  the  English  Primers,  but  some- 
times printed  separately,  the  "  Pystles  and  Gospels  y" 
used  in  the  Communion  Office,  in  English.  This  ex- 
pedient was  clearly  an  instalment,  yet  without  touch- 
ing the  public  ritual-books,  of  the  ordinance  of  ten 
years  later  (1547),  by  which  the  Epistle  and  Gospel 
were  ordered  "to  be  read  at  High-Mass  in  English, 
and  not  in  Latin  ^."  And  thus  the  setting  up  in  the 
Churches,  by  the  advice  of  Convocation  ^  (1536,)  of 
the  English  Bible,  to  be  read  by  the  })eople  at  their 
leisure,  was  accompanied  by  a  ritual  provision  of  the 
same  complexion,  most  probably  from  the  same  source, 
enabling  them  to  follow  with  the  eye,  though  not  as  yet 
with  the  ear,  the  appointed  Eucharistic  Scriptures. 

''  See  the  List  of  Printed  Service-books  (as  above),  p.  2(5. 

'  Injunctions  of  Edw.  VI.,  1547. 

'  In  June,  1536,  Convocation  (Cromwell  presiding  as  Vioar-Gcucral) 
rfj)calcd  their  request  to  Henry  for  an  authorized  version.  In  the  same 
year  followed  certain  royal  Injuneiions,  put  forlli  by  Cromwell,  "  with 
the  assent  of  the  Bishops  and  Clerj^y  in  Convocation."  By  the  7th,  every 
Parson  was  "  to  provide  a  Bible  in  La!  in  and  Englisli,  to  be  laid  in  tlio 
choir,  for  every  one  to  read  at  their  pleasure."  Collier,  p.  129.  In  ]542, 
the  Ujjper  House  ordered  a  chapter  of  the  Bible  to  be  read  after  Tc 
Dcum  and  Maguifieat,  on  Siuulays  and  Festivals,     lb.,  ]).  1S(). 
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Hitherto,  however,  it  is,  perhaps,  rather  matter  of  pro- 
hable  conjecture,  than  of  certainty,  that  Convocation 
Avas  concerned  in  the  ritual  measures  adopted.  But 
in  1541,  (Feb.  17,)  the  Archbishop  moved ''in  Con- 
vocation "  that  the  Missals,  and  other  Liturgic  Books, 
might  be  reformed,  omitting  the  names  of  the  Pope," 
t^-c.  And  shortly  after,  (]\Iar.  3,)  by  a  regular  Act 
of  that  body,  the  ancient  Use  of  Sarum  was  made 
obligatory  on  the  Clergy  of  the  Province  of  Canter- 
bury '^ :  an  earnest  of  the  great  preponderance  which 
that  Use  was  destined  to  carry  in  the  Revision  ulti- 
mately accomplished,  as  well  as  of  the  uniformity  of 
"  Use"  then  to  be  imposed  on  the  whole  realm  ^ 
We  seem,  too,  to  derive,  from  the  fact  of  such  a  mo- 
tion and  such  an  authoritative  order  being  made,  a 
presumption  that  whatever  had  been  done  hitherto 
in  connection  with  the  Service-books  had  proceeded 
from  the  same  authority,  or  had  been  sanctioned  by 
it.  But  however  this  be,  the  motion,  and  the  convo- 
cational  Act  of  Uniformity,  (so  to  call  it,)  were  fol- 
lowed up  in  the  same  year  by  an  amended  edition  ® 
of  the  Sarum  Breviary,  with  the  proposed  omissions. 
It  is  impossible  to  doubt  that  this  novel  edition  was 

'■  Fuller,  from  the  Records  of  Convocation;  Collier,  p.  185. 

■=  Wilkins,  iii.  SGI ;  Hardwick,  p.  206. 

''  Preface  to  tlie  Book  of  1549:  "And  whereas  heretofore  there 
hath  been  great  diversity  in  saying  and  singing  in  Churches  within 
this  Realm,  some  following  Salisbui-y  Use,  &c.,  henceforth  the  whole 
reahn  shall  have  but  one  Use."  So  also  the  title-page  :  "The  Book  of 
&c.     .     .     .     after  the  Use  of  the  Chukch  of  England." 

"  Portiforium  noviter  impressum  et  a  plurimus  purgatum  mendis. 
Pars  aestivalis:  12mo.,  London,  Whytchurch."  Library  of  Queen's 
CoU.,  Cambridge,  (see  Collier,  p.  191).'  Copies  also  exist  in  the  Bod- 
leian (Gough,  38),  Sion  College,  and  New  College ;  where'  is  also  tlie 
"Pars  hiemalis."  The  two  vols,  are  also  in  the  King's  Libraiy,  British 
Museum,  IGrno.     See  List  of  Printed  Service-books. 
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connected  with  the  ordinance  of  Convocation  of  the 
same  year.  For,  besides  the  serious  and  responsible 
nature  of  the  alterations,  such  as  omitting  certain 
Saints'  days,  it  is  a  remarkable  fact,  that  whereas  all 
previous  editions  of  the  Sarum  Breviary,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  two  at  the  beginning  of  the  century  (those 
of  1500  and  1509),  had  been  printed  abroad^,  this 
edition  is  printed  at  London,  by  Whitchurch,  the  same 
printer  to  whom  the  First  Book  of  1549  was  com- 
mitted^. Convocation,  it  is  evident,  had  now  taken 
into  its  own  hands,  if  it  had  not  before,  a  work  of 
ritual  reform,  which  was  to  proceed  henceforth  under 
its  auspices,  with  some  steadiness  and  uniformity  both 
of  aim  and  arrangements ''. 

The  publication  of  the  altered  Breviary  was,  no 
doubt,  intended  to  be  followed  up  by  similar  measures. 
Accordingly,  in  the  very  next  year,  (1542,)  the  deci- 
sive step  was  taken  of  appointing,  at  the  King's  de- 
sire, a  Committee  of  both  Houses  of  Convocation,  con- 
sisting of  the  Bishops  of  Sarum  (Shaxton)  and  Ely 
(Goodrick'),  and  six  members  of  the  Lower  House, 

'  See  list  of  Printed  Service-books,  p.  5,  6.  English  impressions 
of  the  Missal  were  scarcely  less  rare.  The  List  only  gives  four,  all  by 
Pynson,  in  1500,  1501,  1512,  1520. 

*  "Imprinted  at  London,  in  ricte-street,  by  Edward  Whitcliurchc, 
the  seventh  daye  of  Marchc,  1549."  Colophon  to  the  first  edition  of 
the  Book  of  1549.    Maskell,  Anc.  Lit.,  p.  237. 

^  The  preface  to  a  reprint  m  1544  of  the  edition  of  1511,  by  Graf- 
ton and  "VVhil  church,  forljids  the  printing  of  the  chief  Service-books 
by  any  other  firm,  within  the  space  of  seven  years  next  ensuing.  See 
Maskell,  Mon.  Kit.  I.  j).  xvii. 

'  "  It  was  ordered  that  examination  of  the  said  books  of  service  should 
be  committed  to  the  Bishops  of  Sarum  and  Ely,  taking  to  each  of  them 
three  of  the  Lower  House,  such  as  should  be  appointed  for  that  pur- 
pose." It  is  important  to  observe,  for  reasons  wliicli  will  appear  here- 
after, tliat  Goodrich  was  now  Bisliop  of  Ely,  having  been  appointed  iu 
l.jol,  (Collier,  ii.  2,  p  129;  Godwyn  dc  Pra;sul.)     Shaxton  and  Good- 
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l)y  whom  "all  mass-books,  antiphoners,  portuises, 
(breviaries,)  in  the  Church  of  England  should  be 
newly  examined,  corrected,  reformed^." 

It  is  ditlicult  to  over-estimate  the  importance  of 
bearing  in  mind  the  appointment  of  this  Committee, 
in  order  to  a  right  understanding  of  the  subsequent 
progress  of  events  in  the  English  Church,  and  of  the 
influences  by  which  they  were  produced  or  controlled. 
This  event  fixed  in  a  very  great  degree  the  peculiar 
character  of  the  English  reforming  movement,  by  de- 
termining it  strongly,  from  the  first,  in  the  direction 
of  ritual.  And  the  existence  of  such  a  Committee  for 
many  years  after,  of  which  w^e  find  unequivocal  proofs, 
throws  considerable  light  on  the  ecclesiastical  proceed- 
ings of  this  and  the  following  reign.  Having  been 
in  the  first  instance  appointed  by  Convocation,  at  the 
desire  of  the  Crown,  it  would  seem  to  have  been  con- 
sidered henceforth  as  a  standing  institution,  and  as 
the  common  property,  in  some  sort,  of  the  spiritual 
and  temjjoral  authorities ;  or  rather  as  an  instrument 
in  the  hands  of  both,  which  each  made  use  of,  with 
the  tacit  concurrence  of  the  other,  for  carrying  out  the 
purpose  originally  contemplated  in  its  a[)pointment. 
Its  powers  were  indeed  for  some  few  years  dormant ; 
or,  however,  issued  in  no  present  results.  This,  doubt- 
less, arose  from  the  terror  of  the  "Six  Articles," 
which  had  passed  shortly  before  (1539),  and  by  which 
it  was  made  penal  to  raise  the  question  either  of  tlie 

rick  had  both  acted  before  on  a  commissiou  to  examiue  into  matters  of 
religion,  in  1537.     Strype,  Cranmer,  i.  13. 

<"  AVilkins,  iii.  863.  Stryp.,  Eccl.  Mem.  Hen.  YIII.,  i.  50.  See 
Hardwick,  p.  206;  Procter,  p.  11.  Wlicatly,  in  his  Introduction, 
makes  the  Committee  to  have  been  appointed  in  1540,  and  to  have  re- 
ported ill  1512-3,  but  without  any  foundation. 
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nature  of  the  Eucharistic  Elements,  or  of  Communion 
in  both  kinds.  Hence  the  Lower  House  declined^  at 
the  first  to  appoint  their  contingent  of  the  Committee. 
But  that  the  Committee  was  subsequently  appointed, 
and  entered  seriously  upon  the  task  designed  for  it, 
is  undoubted.  For  in  the  year  1547  (Nov.  22,)  the 
Lower  House  of  Convocation  petitioned  the  Upper, 
"  that  the  performance  of  the  Bishops  and  others,  icho 
hi/  order  of  the  Convocation  have  spent  some  time  in 
reviewing  and  correcting  the  Offices  of  Bivine  Service" 
might  be  laid  before  the  House"".  Nothing  can  be 
more  complete  than  the  proof  which  this  petition  fur- 
nishes of  the  steady  prosecution  by  the  Convocation, 
through  this  Committee,  of  the  work  of  Revision. 

But  we  are  further  enabled,  from  having  ascertained 
that  this  Committee  was  thus  really  operative,  to  trace 
with  probability  to  their  true  source  other  acts  of  re- 
vision belonging  to  the  same  period  ;  as  when  we  find 
a  document  put  forth  shortly  after"  the  fiist  a})point- 
ment  of  the  Committee,  entitled  "The  Ceremonies  to 
be  used  in  the  Church  of  England,  together  with  an 
explanation  of  the  meaning  and  significancy  of  them," 
couched  in  authoritative  language  °.  Again,  we  know 
that  Hen.  Vlll.,  two  years  before  this  time,  in  1510, 
ap])ointed  certain  Divines  to  consider  the  question  of 
the  seven  Sacraments.     Their  names  are  preserved  ; 


•  Strypo,  a^  above:  "But  that  tlio  Lowor  House  released.  A  gentle 
refusal  to  have  anvtiiiiig  to  do  witii  it." 

■"  Synodalia,  Library  of  C.  C.  C.  C. ;  Burnet,  Records,  p.  120. 

°  So  Collier,  (luider  the  year  154'3) :  "About  this  time,  as  may  be 
reasonably  calculated,  the  Kites  and  Ceremonies  of  the  Ciiurch  were 
brought  under  a  Jleview,  and  a  Rationale  drawn  up  to  cxj)lain  them," 
&c.  He  does  not  oiler  any  eonjeetuie  as  to  the  source  of  it.  iii.  2, 
p.  101. 

°  Collier,  ibid.,  from  the  Biblioth.  Cotton. 
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and  we  fiiul  them  to  have  been  mostly  members  of 
Convocation  :  while  seven  of  them  are  amonci  the  Re- 
visers o/"  1549  P.  In  1544,  the  King  reminds  Cran- 
nicr  in  a  letter,  "that  he  had  appointed  him,  with 
the  Bishops  of  Worcester  and  Chichester,  and  other 
learned  men,  to  peruse  certain  Books  of  Service  which 
he  had  delivered  to  them."  We  can  scarcely  doubt 
that  these  were  in  the  main  no  other  than  the  Com- 
mittee to  whom  the  business  of  Revision  had,  by  the 
joint  action  of  the  King  and  the  Convocation,  been 
assigned. 

And  yet  more,  when  a  few  days  after  the  petition 
made  by  the  Low-er  House  in  1547,  as  already  men- 
tioned, the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  presents  to  it 
(Nov.  30)  "  a  form  of  a  certain  ordinance  for  the  re- 
ceiving of  the  Body  of  our  Lord  under  both  kinds, 
viz.  of  bread  and  wine ;"  which  in  the  next  Session 
(Dec.  2),  "  all  the  whole  session,  in  number  sixty- 
four,  by  their  mouths  did  approve,  nuUo  reclamante ;" 
— we  take  this  to  be  no  mere  personal  motion  of 
Cranmer's,  but  that  it  was  presented  by  him  as  the 
head  of  the  long-established  Revising  Committee,  and 
as  a  first  instalment  of  their  w'ork.  A  bill  to  the 
same  effect,  manifestly  in  pursuance  of  this  ordinance, 
and  verbally  adopting  the  very  language  of  it,  passed 
in  Parliament  on  the  27th  of  the  same  month,  (Dec.) 
It  enters  into  the  theological  reasons  for  the  change 
of  practice,  and  enacts  that  there  shall  be  an  Exhor- 
tation both  before  and  at  the  celebration,  with  the 
topics  proper  to  both  of  them.     All  this,  which  other- 

p  Six  were  Bishops :  of  these,  Cranmer  and  Skip,  of  the  remainder, 
Tliirleby  (Bp.  elect  of  Westminster),  Robertson,  lledmayne,  Cox,  and 
Day,  afterwards  Bp.  of  Chichester,  were  of  the  Committee  of  1549. 
Compare  note  q.     See  Collier,  ii.  3,  p.  ISS,  203. 
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wise  seems  beyond  the  province  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, is  perfectly  intelligible  when  that  Act  is  under- 
stood to  be  only  ordaining  what  the  spiritualty  had 
duly  debated  of  and  prepared. 

And  when,  at  last,  in  the  following  month  of 
January,  the  King  appoints  "  certain  '^  grave  and 
learned  Bishops  and  others,  to  assemble  at  Windsor 
Castle,  there  to  treat  and  confer  together,  and  to  con- 
clude upon  and  set  forth  one  perfect  and  uniform 
order  for  Communion ,"  a  measure  which  resulted, 
first,  (1548,)  in  an  English  formula  for  "Commu- 
nion" to  be  appended  to  the  Latin  Uses ;  and  ulti- 
mately, (1549,)  in  "The  Book  of  the  Common 
Prayer  and  Administration  op  the   Sacraments 

AND  other  EiTES  AND  CEREMONIES  OF  THE  ChURCH, 
AFTER   THE  USE    OF    THE    ChURCH    OF   ENGLAND  ;" it 

would  even  beforehand  be  most  improbable  that  this 
body  should  be  arbitrarily  chosen,  and  not  rather  be, 
for  the  most  part,  the  same  as  had  so  long  been  con- 
versant with  the  subject. 

Accordingly,  on  examining  the  list  of  Divines  thus 
commissioned,  we  find  them,  in  the  first  place,  with- 

'  Strypc's  Cranmcr,  ii.  4.  The  Coinmitiec  of  twelve  (Heyliu,  Rcf., 
p.  57,)  aeting  under  the  Arclibishop  (Cnuiiiicr)  were : — 

Lower  House  of  Convocation. 

Cox,  Dean  of  Ch.  Cli.,  Oxiord. 

May        „       St.  Paul's. 

Taylor    „       Lincoln, 

Heync'S  „       Exeter. 

Robertson,  Arelid.  of  Leicester. 

Kcdiiiaync,  Master  of  Triu.  Cull., 
Cambridge. 
Tlie  T'isliops  added  in  tlic  preliminary  stage  were  the  Archbishop 
of  York,  the  BisJiops  of  London,  Worcester,  Norwich,  St.  Asa])h, 
Durham,  Salisbury,  Coventry,  Bristol,  Carlisle,  St.  David's.  All  the 
first-named  twelve  si;,Mi('d  the  i'look  of  1511),  excejjt  Day  of  Chichester. 
lieylin,  ibid.     See  Collier,  p.  24;i. 


Upper 

House 

of  Convocation. 

Goodrick, 

Bishop  of  Ely. 

llolbcach 

9) 

Lincoln. 

Day 

}> 

Chichester. 

Skip 

»» 

Hereford. 

Thirleby 

» 

Westminster. 

Ridley 

» 

Rochester. 
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out  ii  single  exception "",  members  of  Convocation. 
Two  lists "  arc  given,  differing  only  in  the  number 
of  the  lJishoi)s  ;  the  members  of  the  Lower  House 
being  in  both  lists  the  same.  And  next,  it  is  worthy 
of  remark,  that  the  very  first  name,  after  the  Arch- 
bishop's, in  the  list  of  the  smaller  Committee,  to 
■whom  the  work  was  ultimately  confided,  is  that  of 
Goodrick,  Bishop  of  Ely,  the  only  survivor  (Shaxton 
of  Salisbury  being  dead)  of  the  two  Bishops  placed 
upon  the  original  Revising  Committee,  appointed  by 
Convocation  in  1542.  Moreover,  the  number  of 
members  (six)  of  the  Lower  House  in  this  Commis>ion 
is  exactly  the  same  as  in  1542  ;  and  the  persons  may 
well  have  been  the  same  also ;  for  we  have  seen  that 
of  the  entire  number  no  less  than  seven  *  had  in  1540 
been  engaged  in  a  similar  work, — that  of  discussing 
the  number  of  the  Sacraments.  These  circumstances 
seem  to  guarantee  the  continuity  and  virtual  identity 
of  this  final  Committee  with  that  primary  one,  and  so 
to  impart  the  stamp  of  organic  wholeness,  as  well  as 
of  convocational  authority,  to  the  entire  process  of  Re- 
vision from  1542  to  1549. 

Other  points  connected  with  the  Eevising  Com- 
mittee of  1548-9  are  well  worthy  of  observation. 
With  the  view,  as  is  manifest,  of  investing  the  work 
with  the  character  of  a  national   act  of  the  whole 


'  The  only  name  about  whieh  there  could  be  any  doubt — all  the  rest 
being  Bishops,  Deans,  or  Archdeacons — is  that  of  Dr.  Redmayne,  Master 
of  Trinity  College,  Cambridge  ;  but  he  was  certainly  a  Proctor  in  Con- 
vocation, (probably  for  the  Chapter  of  Westminster,  of  which  he  was  a 
Prebendary,)  and  carried  great  weight  in  its  counsels.  (See  Strype's 
Cranmer,  ii.  4,  p.  157). 

•  The  longer  in  Stillingfleet's  MSS.,  in  Burnet,  P.  ii.  j).  CI;  the 
shorter  Ly  Heylin,  Hist,  lief.,  p.  57. 

'  See  above,  note  p,  p.  110. 
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English  Church,  a  large  accession  of  Bishops,  making 
eighteen  in  all,  was  at  the  first  made  to  what  would 
seem  to  have  been  the  standing  Convocational  Com- 
mittee. That  all  these  Bishops,  moreover,  took  a 
part  in  the  preliminary  proceedings,  is  certain,  since 
the  opinions  delivered  by  them  in  writing  on  some 
questions  connected  with  the  Eucharist  remain  on 
record ^ 

And  we  seem  to  discern,  in  the  selection  of  the 
entire  Commission,  a  design  of  representing  all  the 
great  interests  concerned  in  such  a  matter.  The 
Province  of  York,  consisting  but  of  four  dioceses, 
was  abundantly  represented  by  the  Archbishop  and 
two  Bishops ;  that  of  Canterbury  by  the  Archbishop 
and  fourteen  Bishops.  The  two  Universities  appear 
by  the  Dean  of  Christ  Church  and  the  Master  of 
Trinity  College  respectively.  The  former  of  these, 
again,  as  Almoner  to  the  King,  and  others  of  the  Com- 
mittee as  his  Chaplains,  gave  the  Crown  considerable 
though  not  excessive  weight  in  the  deliberations.  On 
behalf,  again,  of  the  ancient  Uses  of  Salisbury  and 
York,  of  Lincoln  and  Hereford,  and  as  the  exponents 
of  them,  the  Bishops  of  those  Sees  were  present ;  the 
Use  of  Bangor  being  also  sufficiently  represented,  we 
may  suppose,  by  the  Bishops  of  St.  Asaph  and  St. 
David's. 

Nor,  as  wc  may  remark,  did  the  several  Uses,  as 
far  as  we  are  acfjuaintcd  with  them,  fail  to  be  repre- 
sented in  the  national  Use  ultimately  produced,  as 
well  as  in  the  Revising  Commission.  While  the  Rite 
of  Salisbury  took  the  lead  for  the  most  part,  those  of 
York  and  Ilereford,  the  former  more  especially, — 
whether  as  representing  the  Northern  Province,  or  as 

"  Burnet,  as  above,  p.  Gl ;  Collier,  vol.  ii.  p.  243. 
I 
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possessing  more  of  characteristic  difference, — were 
laid  under  contribution  for  some  important  parts  of 
the  Eucliaristic  Office.  Thus  it  was  York  and  Here- 
ford, and  not  Salisbury,  that  furnished  our  present 
form  for  the  Tersanctus ;  York,  (with  Hereford  only 
in  part  consenting,)  that  prescribed  the  words  used 
at  reception,  and  in  the  prayer  of  humble  access ''.  Of 
the  exact  characteristics  of  the  Uses  of  Lincoln  and 
Bangor  ^  we  do  not  know  enough  to  say  whether  they 
contributed  any  special  features. 

Meanwhile  there  was  one  "  Use"  which,  owing  to 
the  ecclesiastical  circumstances  of  the  times,  was  so 
far  from  being  (as  has  been  often  assumed)  the  basis 
of  this  Revision,  that  it  is  infinitely  improbable  that 
it  was  consulted  at  all :  nor  have  I  discovered  any 
indications  of  its  influence.  This  was  the  Roman 
Use,  as  then  existing ;  the  parent,  in  its  purer  form, 
as  we  must  ever  remember  with  gratitude,  of  the 
noble  family  of  English  Diocesan  Rituals,  but  by 
that  time  degenerated,  in  a  far  greater  degree  than 
its  children,  from  its  original  purity,  and  really  in- 
capable of  contributing  any  counsel  of  value  to  the 
English  Church.  But,  in  truth,  so  strong  was  the 
feeling  at  this  time  against  "recognising  privily  or 
openly  the  Bishop  of  Rome,  his  rites,  ordinances,  and 
fashions '',"  that  it  may  be  assumed  as  certain  that, 
in  this  work  of  revision,  she  fell  back  exclusively  on 
her  national  traditions. 

Such  then  was  the  constitution, — such  the  real  an- 

'  Comp.  the  Uses  in  Maskell,  p.  124;  and  see  Palmer,  vol.  ii.  p.  122. 

^  It  is  not  certain  that  the  MS.  from  which  Maskell  has  printed 
the  Use  of  Bangor  in  his  "  Ancient  Liturgy,"  was  really  a  Bangor  book. 
See  Ecclesiologist,  vol.  v.  p.  150,  New  Series. 

*  Protestation  of  the  Lower  House  of  Convocation,  1536,  June  28. 
Kecords  of  Convocation. 
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tecedents  and  the  virtual  date, — such  the  relations  to 
the  Spiritualty  of  the  Realm  and  to  the  Crown,  of 
the  memorable  Commission  which  was  summoned  to 
Windsor  in  January,  1548. 

The  work  then  accomplished  was,  as  we  have  seen, 
not  the  beginning,  but  the  summing  up  and  final  ela- 
boration of  a  design,  which,  dimly  entertained  by  the 
Church  for  more  than  thirty  years  past,  had  for  the 
last  seven  years  been  almost  unremittingly  prosecuted, 
and  had  made  a  certain  appreciable  progress.  During 
that  time,  the  Church  of  this  country  had  advanced  far 
in  the  transition  out  of  what  may  be  called  her  Latin, 
or  rather  her  mixed  Latin  and  vernacular,  into  her 
purely  English  phase  and  period.  And  the  change 
had  fallen  fully  as  much  on  her  Eucharistic  as  on  her 
ordinary  ritual.  By  the  end  of  the  year  1547,  not 
only  were  Lessons  from  Holy  Scripture  read  in  Eng- 
lish ^  on  Sundays  and  Festivals,  in  the  midst  of  the 
old  Matins  and  Evensong ;  but  the  English  Litany, 
long  ^  familiar  to  the  nation  in  the  Primers,  though 
wrought  up  into  a  more  perfect  form  in  1544,  had 
now  superseded,  as  a  prelude  to  the  Sunday  and 
Festival  Celebration,  the  mixed  English  and  Latin  of 
the  Bidding  Prayer''.  The  Epistles  and  Gospels,  now 
for  some  years  past,  as  we  have  seen,  placed  by  au- 

'  Namely,  a  chapter  of  the  New  Testament  at  Matins,  after  the 
Latin  Lections ;  and  one  of  the  Old  Testament  at  Evensong,  after  the 
Magnificat.  Lijunetious  of  Edw.  VI.,  1547.  On  days  for  which  tliere 
were  nine  Lections  appointed,  three  were  to  be  omitted. 

•"  For  several  translations  of  the  Litany  contained  in  the  Primers, 
from  tlic  year  1410  onwards,  see  Maskell,  Mon.  Kit.,  vol.  ii.  pp.  95, 
207,  223. 

*■  lor  specimens  of  this  mixed  form,  see  the  Processionals ;  Leslie's 
Transl.  Sarum  Psalter,  p.  9 ;  Maskell,  Mon.  Kit.,  iii.  343 ;  but  above 
all,  L'Estrange,  who  gives  much  curious  information  about  it,  AUianeo, 
p.  253,  &c.,  Oxf.  Ed.  It  was  used  before  Uigh  Mass  on  Sundays  and 
Festivals. 

i2 
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thority  in  tlio  liiinds  of  the  people  in  the  vernacular, 
had  by  the  time  that  the  entire  English  Communion 
Oflice  came  into  use,  in  June,  1540,  been  for  about 
a  year  and  six  months  past  ^  actually  read  in  English 
at  the  Celebration.  The  Ten  Commandments  (with 
the  Creed  and  the  Lord's  Prayer)  were  also  recited 
in  English  immediately  after  the  Gospel :  a  prelude 
to  the  subsequent  more  formal  incorporation  of  them 
into  a  somewhat  earlier  part  of  the  Office ;  though 
indeed  this  would  seem  to  have  been  a  custom  of 
very  long  standing  ®  in  the  English  Church.  The  re- 
moval of  all  shrines  and  lights  from  the  Churches, 
with  the  exception  of  two  lights  upon  the  principal 
Altar,  had  concentrated  attention  upon  the  high  con- 
gregational performance  of  the  great  Eite,  as  com- 
pared with  private  or  subsidiary  celebrations.  By  the 
omission  of  Prime  and  the  minor  Hours,  whenever 
there  was  a  Sermon  or  Homily,  the  conjoint  ^  Ordi- 
nary and  Eucharistic  Office  of  Sundays  and  Festivals 

•*  The  royal  lujuuctions,  by  which  this  and  other  changes  were  pre- 
scribed ad  interim,  were  issued  in  September,  1547. 

*  The  Provincial  Synod  of  Lambeth,  under  Abp.  Peckham,  (1281) 
ordered  the  Creed  and  Ten  Conunandments  to  be  expounded  in  church 
at  least  four  times  a-year,  (Lyudwood,  i.  7,  11).  A  constitution  of  the 
Abp.  of  York,  cii-c.  1360,  exhorts  the  laity  "to  hear  Goddy's  Service 
every  Smiday,  and  to  hear  Goddy's  Law  taught  in  thy  modi/r  tongue" 
Collier,  ii.  ],  p.  U. 

'  This  conjoint  use  of  Matins,  Litany  and  Communion  Office  on 
Sundays  and  Festivals,  though  generally  assumed  to  be  a  corrup- 
tion of  recent  date,  the  result  of  accident  or  ignorance,  is  the  ancient 
practice  of  the  English  Church,  and  in  some  degree  of  all  Churches. 
Neither  in  the  P:ast  or  West  was  it  lawful  to  celebrate  the  Holy  Com- 
munion unless  Matins  and  Lauds  had  preceded.  And  the  Litany,  in 
some  form  or  other,  was  universally  a  prefatory  feature  of  the  cele- 
bration. The  idea  was  that  the  Church's  great  Eite  on  these  days 
gathered  up  the  ordinary  Office  into  it,  and  was  enriched  thereby. 
See,  for  the  English  rule,  Maskell,  Anc.  Lit.,  p.  152,  ed.  1810.  The 
Eastern  rule  was  the  same :  Goar,  Euchol ,  p.  47,  nots  39. 
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had  been  reduced  to  more  manageable  proportions. 
The  Service  books,  we  have  seen,  had  been  carefully 
simplified  for  the  use  of  the  Clergy.  These  various 
provisions  had  probably  imparted  an  increased  reality 
and  animation,  and  a  sense  of  united  and  congrega- 
tional action,  to  the  Sunday  and  Festival  Service  of 
the  Sanctuary. 

XL  But  whatever  ritual  changes,  or  symptoms  of 
change,  had  thus  taken  place  when  the  Committee  of 
1548  entered  on  their  work,  it  is  certain  that  up  to 
this  time  there  had  been  no  departure  whatever  from 
that  mode  of  holding  and  stating  the  Eucharistic 
Mystery,  which  had  so  long  prevailed  in  Europe. 
Nay,  it  may  be  doubted  whether  the  English  or  any 
other  Church,  since  the  eleventh  century,  had  ever 
formally  bound  upon  itself  such  strong  language  upon 
the  subject  as  is  found  in  her  dogmatic  formularies 
of  this  period.  It  far  outwent  in  positiveness  the 
language  of  the  Fourth  Lateran  Council ;  nor  was 
it  exceeded,  as  far  as  concerns  the  doctrine  of  ele- 
mental annihilation,  by  the  subsequent  decrees  of 
Trent. 

There  had  been,  indeed,  even  a  climax  in  the  ex- 
pressiojis  adopted  on  this  subject  in  the  preceding 
reign. 

In  the  "  Institution  of  a  Christian  Man  ^"  or  "  Bi- 
shop's  Book,"  said  to  have  been  composed  in  Convo- 
cation in  1534,  though  not  publi.shed  till  1537,  it 
was  simply  affirmed,  that  "  the  very  selfsame  JJody 
and  Blood  of  our  Saviour  which  was  born  of  the 
Blessed  Virgin,  and  suffered  on  the  Cross,  is  j)rescnt 
under  the  form  of  lircad  and  Wine  :"  expressions 
fully  countenanced,  had  they  stood  alone,  by  the  lan- 
guage of  the  early  Church. 

f  Sec  Collier,  ill.,  "   'i9. 
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Tlic  brief  Articles''  of  1530,  however,  the  earliest 
manifesto  of  the  English  Ciuirch  on  the  great  ques- 
tions tlien  at  issue  in  the  West,  declared  that  "  under 
the  form  and  figure  of  Bread  and  Wine  is  verily  and 
substantialli/  contained  and  comprehended  the  very 
selfsame  Body  and  Blood  of  our  Saviour  Jesus  Christ, 
which  was  born  of  the  Virgin  Mary  and  suffered 
on  the  Cross  for  our  redemption.  That  It  is  cor- 
porally, really,  and  in  very  substance  exhibited,  dis- 
tributed, and  received  of  all  of  them  which  receive 
the  said  Sacrament  V 

But  the  famous  Six  Articles^  of  1539  were  far 
more  express  as  to  the  annihilation  of  the  elements; 
affirming  that  "in  the  Sacrament  of  the  Altar,  after 
the  consecration,  the^'e  remaineth  tio  substance  of  Bread 
or  Wine,  nor  any  other  substance,  but  the  Substance 
of  Christ,  God  and  ]\Ian."  The  same  doctrine  was 
reiterated  in  1543,  in  the  "Necessary  Doctrine  and 
Erudition  for  any  Christian  Man  ;"  an  enlarged  edition 
of  the  "  Institution,"  known  as  the  "  King's  Book  \" 
"  In  the  worshipful  Sacrament  of  the  Altar,"  it  is 
there  affirmed,  "  the  creatures  which  be  taken  in  the 
use  thereof,  as  Bread  and  Wine,  do  not  remain  stilt  in 
their  own  substance,  but,  by  virtue  of  Christ's  Word  in 
the  consecration,  be  changed  and  turned  into  the 
very  Substance  of  the  Body  and  Blood  of  our  Saviour 

''  "  Articles  to  stablysbe  Christen  quietnes  and  unitie  among  us  and 
to  avoyde  contentious  opinions."  They  were  signed  by  a  majority  of 
the  Bishops  in  Convocation,  and  set  forth  in  the  King's  name.  Collier, 
ii.  2,  p.  122. 

'  CoUier,  ibid.,  p.  124.  Strype's  citation  of  the  passage  (Memorials 
of  Cranmer,  i.  2,)  is  very  brief  and  incorrect. 

''  The  Six  Articles  were  debated  and  agreed  on  both  by  Convocation 
and  Parliament,  (31  Henry  VIII.)     See  Colher,  ii.  3,  p.  168. 

*  Colher,  ii.  3,  p.  188,  This  book,  as  the  preface  declares,  "had 
been  viewed  and  approved  by  both  Houses  of  Parliaanent,"  and  was 
now  "  set  forth  by  the  King  with  the  adcice  of  his  Clergy" 
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Jesus  Christ."     This  was  the  last  doctrinal  formula 
set  forth  in  this  reign. 

These  doctrinal  statements,  duly  sanctioned  by  the 
Church's  "^  authority,  continued  to  be  the  law  of  the 
English  Church  respecting  the  Eucharist  during  the 
first  year  of  Edward  VI. ;  that  is,  from  January  to 
December,  1547.  At  the  end  of  that  year  they  were 
all  repealed"  at  one  and  the  same  time.  It  has  indeed 
been  supposed  by  some",  that  the  latest  of  these  docu- 
ments, (the  "  Necessary  Erudition,")  continued  to  be 
in  force  during  the  whole  reign  of  Edward.  But  on 
the  most  careful  examination,  it  is  certain  that  such 
was  not  the  case.  It  was  probably  held  to  be  di- 
rectly repealed  by  the  Act  just  referred  to,  since, 
though  not  (as  it  should  seem)  legalised  by  a  regular 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  therefore  not  strictly  coming 
under  the  statute,  it  had  been  approved  by  both 
Houses  before  it  was  "set  forth  by  the  advice  of  the 
clergy."  But  even  if  it  was  not,  in  this  sense,  covered 
by  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  it  became  null  and  voiil 
nevertheless.  For  the  same  Statute  vvent  on  to  tvil/i- 
draio  a  previous  Act  (31  and  34  Hen.  VI II.)  by 
virtue  of  which  the  King's  proclamations  set  forth  by 
advice  of  his  Privy  Council,  (to  which  class  the  "Ne- 
cessary Erudition"  belonged,)  were  to  be  obeyed  as 
though  they  had  been  made  by  the  authority  of  Par- 
liament''. 

"■  S(!c  the  references  in  the  preceding  notes. 

"  The  Act  (1  Ed.  VI.  c.  12,  Doc.  15'17,)  expressly  names  tlie  Six 
Articles,  and  includes  "all  and  every  othtir  Act  or  Acts  of  J*arlianient 
concerning  doctrine  or  matters  of  religion."     See  Collier,  p.  235. 

"  See  Editor's  Note  ou  "  The  Doctrine  of  tiic  Ileal  Presence  as  set 
forth  in  the  Divines  of  the  English  Church,"  p.  5.     (Parker,  185.5.) 

J"  That  this  book,  including  its  Eucharistic  dogma,  ceased  a1  this 
time  to  be  of  autiiority,  there  arc  various  other  reasons  for  con- 
cluding.   Thus  it  was  enforced  by  Crainner  in  liis  diocese,  and  for- 
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2.  Rut  tliongli  the  annihilation  of  the  Eucharistic 
rlonicnts,  and  the  conversion  of  their  snbstaiice  into 
the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ,  had  thus,  by  the  with- 
drawal of  the  doctrinal  formularies  of  the  ])receding 
reign,  ceased  to  be  aftirmed  by  the  English  Church  ; 
it  is  nevertheless  certain  that  no  contravening  state- 
ment on  these  })oints  was  at  this  time  adopted  by  her. 
Deliberately,  as  it  should  seem,  and  with  the  express 
design  of  its  being  submitted  to  a  thorough  ventila- 
tion, (which  it  did  not  fail  to  receive,)  this  whole 
question — the  very  hinge,  as  we  have  seen,  of  the 
Eucharistic  determinations  of  the  West  since  the 
eleventh  century — was  left  undecided  either  way  by 
the  great  representative  Commission  of  1548-9. 

Their  labours  commenced  with  the  discussion,  al- 
ready referred  to,  of  various  Eucharistic  questions. 
It  is  very  remarkable,  however,  that  the  questions  of 
the  annihilation  or  non-annihilation  of  the  elements 
— the  natural  or  suj)ernatural  character  of  the  Pre- 
sence of  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ — were  not 
among  the  points  thus  discussed.  But  it  is  yet  more 
important  to  observe  that  neither  did  the  Book  then 
brought  out  contain  any  assertion  or  decision  on 
these  subjects. 

That  the  consecrated  Elements  were  to  be  esteemed 
the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ,  was  indeed  unequivo- 

bidden  to  be  preached  against,  during  Henry  VIII.'s  reign ;  but  we 
hear  nothing  of  it  after  the  first  year  of  Edward  VI.,  when  it  is  ap- 
pealed to  in  Gardiner's  letter  to  Craumer,  June  10,  1547,  (Collier, 
p.  225).  The  Devonshire  rebels,  again,  (1549,)  insisted  that  "no  sub- 
stance of  the  bread  and  wine  remains  after  consecration ;"  which  there 
was  no  need  to  do  if  it  was  already  so  ruled  by  an  existing  law  or 
formulary.  And  the  Kmg's  answer  clearly  implies  that  it  was  not  so 
ruled:  as  he  only  assures  them,  "that  by  the  laws  of  Church  and 
State,  that  Sacrament  is  religiously  guarded  from  contempt,  and 
widely  distinguished  from  common  bread."     (Ibid.,  p.  270,  271). 
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cally  declared'^  in  the  Office,  by  the  retention  of  the 
old  language*'  both  at  consecration  and  reception ; 
and  also  by  the  Exhortation.  But  beyond  this  no- 
thing is  defined.  The  rubric,  (1549,)  that  "men 
must  not  think  less  to  be  received  in  part  (of  the 
Bread)  than  in  the  whole,  but  in  each  the  whole  Body 
of  Christ,"  does  indeed  present  some  appearance  of 
leaning  to  a  physical  view ;  but  it  cannot  be  insisted 
upon.  On  the  other  hand,  the  expression  "then  we 
sjnrituaJly  eat  the  Flesh  of  Christ  and  drink  His 
Blood,"  might  seem  to  incline  the  other  way.  But 
it  does  not  necessarily  affirm,  nor  probably  was  it  in- 
tended to  imply,  more  than  that  the  reception  is  to 
spiritual  purposes  and  effects ;  about  which  all  are 
agreed. 

The  restoration  of  the  Cup  to  the  laity,  and  the 
withdrawal^  of  the  elevation,  and  shewing  to  the 
people,  of  the  Elements,  were  in  like  manner  indica- 
tions of  doctrinal  view  ;  but  they  were  nothing  more. 

'  So  also  in  tlie  preliminary  discussions,  twelve  of  the  Bishops  (in- 
cluding those  of  Ely  and  Chichester,  who  were  in  the  ultimate  Com- 
mittee of  twelve,)  agreed  that  there  is  in  the  Eucharist  "the  ]iresent- 
ing  of  the  very  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ  to  God  the  Father,  under  the 
form  of  Bread  and  Wine  .  .  .  That  these  Eucharistic  Elements  are 
consecrated  with  prayer  and  thanksgiving  in  remembrance  of  our 
Saviour's  Passion."  Others,  as  liidlcy  and  Holhcaeh,  who  also  re- 
mained on  tin;  Committee,  ofTered  no  denial  of  this,  but  only  of  the  posi- 
tion of  "  Christ's  being  there  indeed  ollered  and  sacriiiced."  Cox  and 
Taylor  inclined  to  the  view  of  a  mere  remcmbranec.  (Collier,  ii.  p.  2J3.) 

'  "That  they  may  be  unto  us  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Thy  Son  Jesus 
Christ,"  "The  Body  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  which  was  given  for 
thee,  preserve,"  &c.  "He  hath  left  in  those  Holy  Mysteries  His  own 
blessed  Body  and  precious  Blood,  for  us  to  feed  upon  spiritually." 
(Exhortation,  154S,  J  549.) 

•  Eirst  ordered  in  the  form  of  1.548,  in  consecrating  additional  Wine, 
if  needed:  "The  Priest  may  go  again  to  the  altar,  and  reverently  and 
devoutly  prepare  and  consecrate  another  (cup) . . .  beginning  at  these 
•words,  simili  niodo  . .  .,  and  willioul  any  levalion  or  liftimj  vp." 
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Tlie  side  of  the  Eiiclinristic  mystery,  then,  -which, 
niul  H'liicli  alone,  was  clearly  and  expressly  ruled  by 
the  English  Church  '  in  lier  first  Revised  Communion 
Office,  was  the  retention  of  the  ancient  belief,  from 
Avhich  no  Apostolic  branch  of  the  Church  had  ever 
swerved,  f/iat  the  consecrated  Elements  are  the  Body 
and  Blood  of  Christ.  On  this,  the  first  and  most 
indispensable  axiom  of  Eucharistic  truth,  she  took 
her  stand.  Beyond  it  she  did  not  at  that  time  pro- 
fess to  be  so  sufficiently  resolved,  as  to  be  able  to 
define  anything. 

3.  Nearly  five  years,  in  truth,  elapsed  from  the  with- 
drawal, in  Dec.  1547,  of  the  doctrinal  books  of  the 
preceding  reign,  ere  the  English  Church  proceeded  to 
express  any  decision  on  the  further  points  of  the  con- 
dition of  the  Elements,  and  the  nature  of  the  Eu- 
charistic Presence.  During  that  time  these  questions 
were  discussed  ^  with  a  freedom  unknown  to  the  days 
of  the  Six  Articles,  and  in  the  most  public,  and  even 
national  manner.  They  were  manifestly  open  ques- 
tions, not  ruled  by  any  existing  law.  And  it  is  fur- 
ther to  be  remarked,  that  public  disputations  upon 
them  were  presided  over  by  some  of  the  very  persons  ^ 


'  Tlie  Book  of  1549  was  not  only  prepared,  as  we  have  seen,  by 
a  Committee  emanating  from  Convocation,  but  also  set  forth  "by  the 
assent  of  the  Bishops  in  Parliament,  and  of  all  other  the  learned  men 
of  the  reahn,  in  their  Si/nods  and  comtitutions  provincial."  Letter  of 
the  Privy  Council  to  Bonner,  July  23,  1549,  in  Wilkins,  iv.  35.  See 
Hardwick,  Ref.,  p.  212. 

"  As,  for  example,  at  Oxford,  before  the  Visitors  of  the  University, 
May,  1549 ;  and  at  Cambridge,  before  the  King's  Commissioners,  June, 
1549.  As  late  as  Dec.  1551,  a  disputation  was  held  between  Cecil, 
Cheke,  &c.,  and  Young,  as  to  the  sense  of  the  words,  "  Tliis  is  My 
Body."     Strype's  Cranmer,  ii.  26. 

»  The  Oxford  Visitors  were  Dr.  Cox,  (the  Chancellor,)  Holbeach, 
Heynes,  and  others.    (Collier,  ii.  4,  p.  273.)    The  King's  Commissioners 
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to  whom  the  Revision  of  the  Offices  had  been  com- 
mitted in  1549,  and  who,  as  we  sliall  hereafter 
see  reason  for  believing,  very  probably  continued  to 
superintend  the  work  in  its  next  stage. 

At  length,  in  Nov.  1552,  the  Second  Book  of  Ed- 
ward VI.  was  put  forth,  containing  a  distinct  declara- 
tion as  to  the  points  on  which  the  English  Church  had 
thus  for  several  years  absolutely  suspended  her  judg- 
ment; and  of  the  full  and  free  discussion  of  which 
she  had  during  that  time  been  an  attentive  spectator. 
A  suspension  and  pause,  it  must  surely  be  said,  not 
without  a  certain  fitness  and  nobility,  and  lending  not 
a  little  of  weight  to  the  decision  ultimately  arrived  at. 
Eor  it  marked  at  once  her  sense  of  the  cardinal  nature 
of  the  points  at  issue,  and  her  backwardness  to  re- 
verse, without  the  fullest  deliberation  and  the  clearest 
conviction,  what  had  nominally  at  least  been  the  mind 
and  jiulgment  of  the  West  for  five  centuries. 

It  is  of  some  moment,  however,  that  we  should 
clearly  apprehend  two  points  concerning  the  Book 
of  1552,  in  which  this  important  declaration  first  ap- 
peared :  namely,  first,  the  exact  relation  in  which  it 
stood  to  the  former  Book  of  1549;  and,  secondly, 
the  authority  by  which  it  was  sanctioned. 

(1.)  As  to  the  first  point,  the  one  decisive  con- 
sideration, by  which  all  minor  doubts  must  be  abso- 
lutely ruled,  is,  that  the  Second  Book  adopted  as  its 
basis,  without  any  qualification  or  reserve  whatever, 
the  doctrinal  positions  of  the  First.  The  Statute^  by 
which  it  was  authorized,  in  a  preamble,  doubtless  pro- 
ceeding from  the  Divines  who  conducted  the  Revision, 

at  Canibrid<TC  were  Goodrick,  Ridley,  May  and  others.     (Ibid.,  p.  275.) 
All  these  were  on  the  Coniinittec  of  1519.     See  above,  p.  Ill,  note  q. 
y  The  Aet  of  Uniformity,  5  &  G  Edw.  VI.  c.  1. 
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com])lctely  endorses  the  earlier  Book  in  all  respects; 
declaring  it  to  be  "  a  very  godly  Order,  agreeable  to 
the  A\'ord  of  God  and  the  Primitive  Church."  Tliis 
connnendation,  it  has  been  well  observed',  "is  given 
without  abatement.  There  is  no  stroke  of  censure, 
no  charge  of  superstition,  no  blemish  either  with  re- 
spect to  doctrine  or  ceremonial  thrown  upon  it." 
Whatever  expressions,  therefore,  may  have  been  with- 
drawn or  modified  in  the  Second  Book,  we  are  ab- 
solutely precluded  from  interpreting  this  as  a  contra- 
vention or  abandonment  of  any  doctrine  contained 
in  the  First.  Whatever  in  it  is  ambiguous  must  be 
interpreted, — whatever  is  wanting  must  be  supplied, 
— by  reference  to  the  mind  and  contents  of  the  Offices 
as  originally  revised.  There  is  in  reality  no  escape 
from  this  conclusion. 

And  there  is  the  less  difficulty  in  acquiescing  in  it, 
since  we  can  very  sufficiently  account  for,  whether  we 
altogether  justify  or  not,  the  alterations  made.  The 
removal  from  the  Office  of  such  expressions  as  "  He 
hath  left  in  those  Mysteries  ....  His  Own  blessed 
Body  and  precious  Blood  ;" — "  Bless  these  Thy  gifts, 
that  they  may  be  unto  us  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Thy 
Son  Jesus  Christ ;"—"  The  Body  (or  the  Blood)  of 
our  Lord  Jesus  Christ  preserve  Thy  body  and  soul ;" — 
this  would,  under  ordinary  circumstances,  be  unac- 
countable on  any  other  supposition  than  that  the 
Elements  were  no  longer  esteemed  to  be  the  Body 
and  Blood  of  Christ.  But  when  we  consider  the 
magnitude  and  the  responsibility  of  the  particular 
task  which  it  was  left  to  this  second  Revision  to 
perform,  namely,  to  eradicate  opinions  of  such  long 

'  By  Collier,  p.  320. 
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standing,  and  so  deeply  rooted  in  the  general  belief; 
— when  we  remember  the  extraordinary  stringency  of 
the  decisions  laid  down  in  the  late  reign  as  to  the 
annihilation  of  the  Elements,  and  as  to  the  Presence 
of  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ  in  their  natural  Sub- 
stance, as  well  as  the  obstinacy  of  the  recent  dispu- 
tations on  these  points : — we  can  be  at  no  loss  to 
account  for  even  an  excess  of  caution  in  removing 
from  the  Revised  Office  expressions  which  seemed  to 
favour  the  doctrines  just  mentioned.  And  in  this 
way  we  can  reconcile  the  enfeebled  condition  of  the 
Office  in  point  of  doctrinal  expression  about  the  Pre- 
sence of  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ,  with  the  earnest 
disclaimer,  prefixed  to  it,  of  any  desire  to  abandon 
that  or  any  other  position  of  the  former  Book.  The 
alterations,  the  Revisers  assure  us  in  the  same  pre- 
amble,— and  we  are  bound  to  believe  them, — were 
snggested  not  by  any  dissatisfaction  on  their  part  with 
the  former  Book,  or  any  dissent  from  it,  but  only  "  for 
divers  doubts  raised  for  the  fashion  and  ministration 
of  the  same;  rather  by  the  curiosity"  (i.e.  disposition 
to  find  fault)  "  of  the  minister (s)  and  mistakers,  than 
of  any  other  worthy  cause."  The  "  doubts"  had  re- 
ference, we  may  be  sure,  to  a  supposed  recognition'', 
by  the  former  Office,  of  the  conversion  of  substance, 
and  of  the  natural  mode  of  Presence.  Hence, — namely, 
as  a  disclaimer  of  those  particular  doctrines,  and  not 
(so  the  preamble  assures  us)  with  any  view  of  dis- 

•  Thu.s  the  nibric  about  the  reception  of  the  whole  Body  of  Clirist, 
(see  above,  p.  121,)  was  withdrawn  at  the  desire  of  Bueer,  on  the 
principle  that  it  might  give  oeca.sion  to  the  ignorant  or  contentious  to 
sujipose  "that  the  Body  and  Bhjod  of  Ciwist  was  really  oH'cred  an  if 
locally  included  in  the  particles  of  Bread."  Buccri  Ccnsura,  c.  1. 
See  "The  Doctrine  of  the  Heal  Presence  as  set  f(jrtli  in  Divines  of  the 
English  Cliurch,"  by  the  hitc  Dr.  Wright,  p.  7,  Editor's  note. 
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turbiiig  the  one  great  doctrine  ruled  in  the  former 
Book, — proceeded  the  alterations  which  were  made. 

The  real  relation  of  this  Second  Book,  then,  to  the 
former  one,  was  this :  that  it  took  in  hand  to  sup- 
plement, in  one  very  important  particular,  the  work 
which  that  Book  had  nobly  begun,  but  had,  (to  all 
appearance  purposely,  and  as  a  matter  of  caution 
and  wise  delay,)  left  in  that  one  respect  unfinished. 
The  First  Book  had  affirmed,  in  ancient  and  unequi- 
vocal language,  and  as  the  very  basis  of  all  Eucharistic 
truth,  what  the  consecrated  Elements  were.  To  the 
Second  was  left  the  less  grateful,  but  not  less  necessary 
task,  of  declaring  as  distinctly  the  equally  ancient  be- 
lief as  to  what  the  Elements  were  not.  That  this, 
and  not  any  intended  departure  in  doctrine  from  the 
former  Book,  was  the  essential  and  characteristic  pur- 
pose of  the  new  Revision,  towards  which  alone  any 
alterations  of  order  or  expression  were  directed,  is 
clearly  established  by  the  avowal  with  which  it  sets 
out,  by  the  suspended  judgment  of  the  Church  on  this 
point  in  the  interval,  and  by  the  pointed  expressions 
of  the  new  rubrics  upon  it,  "  As  concerning  the 
Sacramental  Bread  and  Wine," — so  it  was  declared, 
in  language  which  has  fixed  the  faith  of  the  English 
Church  and  its  offshoots  for  three  hundred  years, — 
"  they  remain  still  in  their  very  natural  substances ; 
and  as  concerning  the  Natural  Body  and  Blood  of  our 
Saviour  Christ,  they  are  in  Heaven  and  not  here." 

One  word  it  may  be  necessary  to  say  with  reference 
to  the  rubric  just  quoted,  which  was  left  out  in 
two  subsequent  Revisions,  (1559, 1604,)  but  restored, 
with  the  alteration  of  one  expression,  at  the  latest  Re- 
vision of  1CG2.  In  the  original  form  of  this  rubric  it 
is  declared,  that  "  no  adoration  is  due,  or  ought  to  be 
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done  unto  any  real  and  essential  Presence  there  being 
of  Christ's  natural  Body  and  Blood."  This  was  al- 
tered, in  the  later  and  still  existing  form,  into  "  any 
corporal  Presence  of  Christ's  natural  Flesh  and  Blood." 
Both  forms  subjoin,  as  above,  that  "  the  natural  Body 
and  Blood  of  our  Saviour  Christ  are  in  Heaven  and 
not  here  ;  it  being  against  the  truth  of  Christ's  true 
natural  Body,"  {"  Christ's  natural  Body,"  1CG2,)  "  to 
be  at  one  time  in  more  places  than  one."  To  those 
unversed  in  the  language  of  theology,  and  in  the  dis- 
tinctions necessary  to  be  maintained  in  stating  and 
holding  the  Eucharistic  Mystery,  both  these  passages 
alike  would  probably  seem  to  deny  any  Presence  what- 
soever of  Christ's  Body  and  Blood.  And  in  this  sense 
the  rubric  of  1552  has  been  almost  universally  under- 
stood. But  the  truth  is  that,  in  both  forms  of  the 
rubric  alike,  it  is  not  the  "  Flesh  (or  Body)  and  Blood" 
absolutely,  but,  (very  emphatically  and  with  a  pointed 
reiteration,)  "The  natural  Flesh  and  Blood,"  "the  na- 
tural Body  and  Blood,"  (the  "true  natural  Body," 
1552,) — that  is  to  say,  after  their  natural  maimer  of 
existence, — that  are  denied  to  be  present.  The  em- 
phasis is  upon  the  term  "  natural"  in  both  cases.  The 
change  of  the  words  "  real  and  essential"  into  "  cor- 
poral" at  the  last  Review,  though  suggested  by  the 
fear  of  the  former  term  being  misunderstood,  does  not 
in  reality  make  any  difference  as  to  the  sense.  The 
thing  denied  in  both  cases  is  the  natural  manner  of 
Presence.  The  principle  already  dwelt  upon  as  the 
only  allowable  one  for  interpreting  the  Book  of  1552, 
absolutely  requires  this  acceptation  of  the  rubric;  and 
the  carefully  emphasized  wording  of  it,  in  that  Book 
more  especially,  fully  justifies  it. 

(2.)  As  to  the  authority  by  which  the  new  Revision 
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was  coiulucted,  and  the  Book  of  1552  sanctioned,  we 
are  but  imperfectly  informed.  Yet  enough  is  known 
to  settle,  practically,  the  much-disputed  question  of 
the  light  in  which  it  ought  to  be  regarded. 

After  the  putting  forth  of  the  Book  of  1549,  ritual 
measures  still  continued  to  engage  the  attention  of 
the  Church.  Early  in  November  of  that  year  an  Act*' 
was  passed  for  calling  in  the  old  Service-books.  j\[ea- 
sures  of  this  kind,  as  we  have  seen  abundant  reason 
for  believing,  would,  as  a  general  rule,  originate  with 
Convocation,  or  with  those  who,  by  a  kind  of  tacit 
understanding,  were  entrusted  by  them  from  time  to 
time  with  the  conduct  of  such  matters.  In  January, 
1550,  another  Acf  was  passed  for  drawing  up  "a 
Form  and  manner  of  making  and  consecrating  of 
Archbishops  and  Bishops,  Priests  and  Deacons,  and 
other  j\linisters  of  the  Church,  by  six  Prelates,  and 
six  other  men  of  this  Realm,  learned  in  God's  Law, 
by  the  King's  Majesty  to  be  appointed  and  assigned." 
One  of  the  Prelates  so  appointed,  (the  only  name  re- 
corded,) was  Heath  of  Worcester,  who  was  imprisoned 
for  refusing  to  act,  and  subsequently  deprived. 

There  is  good  reason  for  believing  that  it  was  by 
this  Commission  that  the  Revision  of  1552  was  con- 
ducted. 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  constitution  of  it — six 
Bishops  and  six  Divines — is  precisely  the  same  as  that 
of  the  Commission  of  1548-9,  except  that  the  Arch- 
bishop then  presided  in  addition :  as  indeed  he  may 
have  been  intended  to  do  now.  And  the  work  of 
providing  an  Ordinal,  by  a  revision  of  the  old  Ponti- 


»»  3  and  4  Edw.  VI.,  c.  10 ;  Collier,  p.  286. 
«  3  and  4  Edw.  VI ,  c.  12  ;  Collier,  p.  288, 
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fical  Offices,  (which  was  the  course  adopted,)  is  so  pro- 
perly supplemental  to  that  of  revising  the  other  ancient 
Service-books,  that  it  is  inconceivable  that  it  should 
have  been  committed  to  altogether  different  hands. 
Now  of  the  original  Commission  of  twelve  (1549),  we 
find  certain  members  continuing  to  be  employed  about 
this  time  in  Church  matters :  acting,  for  example,  as 
Commissioners,  whether  (as  we  have  already  seen,)  at 
Eucharistic  discussions,  or  in  carrying  out  Church  dis- 
cipline'^. Others  of  the  Bishops  and  Divines  dissented® 
more  or  less  from  the  proceedings  of  1549.  AVe  may 
plausibly  conjecture  that  the  present  Commission  in- 
cluded most  or  all  of  the  former  class ;  with  the  ad- 
dition of  such  Bishops,  perhaps,  as  Poynet  of  Rochester, 
and  such  Divines  as  Parker  and  Rowland  Taylor. 

But  however  this  be,  there  is  some  evidence  ^  that 
the  Commission  did  not  restrict  themselves  to  drawing 
up  a  revised  Ordinal,  but  laid  before  Convocation,  to- 
wards the  close  of  1550,  some  questions  respecting  the 
Book  of  1549  in  general,  and  the  Eucharistic  Office 
more  especially.  Some  of  the  points  ultimately  altered 
in  the  Revision,  such  as  the  words  used  at  reception, 
were  certainly  discussed  at  that  time,  and  were  the 
subject  of  messages  between  the  two  Houses.  The 
Lower  House  was  to  report  upon  them  to  the  Upper : 

**  Such  were  Craniner,  Goodrick,  llidlcy,  and  Holbcach ;  of  the 
Lower  House,  Cox,  ^lay,  Taylor,  and  llcyncs :  who  were  on  a  Com- 
mission about  Church  Discipline,  Nov.  1549 — 1551.  See  Collier,  Re- 
cords, No.  01. 

*  Day  alone  did  not  sign  the  Book  of  1549.  Skip  and  Thirleby  did, 
but  protested  against  the  Act  of  Uniformity.  (Collier,  p.  204.)  Strypc 
adds  that  "probably  Robertson  and  Redman  liked  it  as  little."  (Mem. 
Edw.  VI.,  i.  11.)  Day  and  Tliirleby  also  i)rotested  against  the  Act  for 
a  new  Ordinal.     Collier,  p.  288. 

'  See  Procter  on  the  Common  I'raycT,  p.  28. 
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but  of  tlic  subsequent  proceedings  no  record  remains^. 
The  probability  is  that  the  proceedings  of  the  Ordinal 
Coniniission  in  the  matter  received  a  tacit  and  perhaps 
rehictant  sanction  from  the  Convocation. 

And  there  is  one  fact  which  renders  it  all  but  cer- 
tain that  it  was  the  Ordinal  Commission  that  con- 
ducted the  Revision  of  1552:  namely,  that  the  new 
Ordinal  was  annexed  to  the  Bill  by  which  the  revised 
Book  was  legalised''.  This  indicates,  not  obscurely, 
that  the  two  departments  of  revision  had  been  in 
reality  fused  into  one,  and  were  superintended  by  the 
same  persons. 

Of  the  acceptance  of  the  revised  Book  by  Convoca- 
tion we  have  not  indeed,  as  in  the  case  of  the  First 
Book,  any  evidence.  But  that  it  was  taken  and  re- 
cognised at  the  time  as  the  law  of  the  Church,  in  the 
same  sense  as  the  former  Book,  we  have  satisfactory, 
though  in  part  but  negative  proof.  At  the  beginning 
of  the  following  reign  of  Queen  Mary,  Parliament  hav- 
ing been  opened  October  5th,  1553,  Convocation  met 
on  the  6th.  It  was,  at  least  as  regards  its  more 
eminent  members,  a  new  body :  those  of  the  former 
one  having  either  fled,  or  been  deprived  and  impri- 
soned'. Its  more  immediate  business,  as  might  have 
been  expected,  was  to  reverse  the  ecclesiastical  mea- 
sures, doctrinal  and  ritual,  of  the  preceding  reign. 
As  a  preliminary  step,  it  was  manifestly  necessary  to 
decide  what  formularies  were  or  were  not  at  that  time 
binding  on  the  Church,  as  well  as  to  lay  down  a  doc- 
trinal basis  for  the  repeal  of  them.    Two  propositions '^ 

(f  Collier,  p.  310.     CardweU,  Two  Books  of  Edw.  VI.  Pref.  p.  xix. 

''  5  and  0  Edw.  VI.     Collier,  p.  321, 

'  A3  Ridley,  Cox,  Latimer,  Hooper,  Poynet,  &c. 

"  Oct.  1553.     ColUer,  p.  336,  355. 
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were  accordingly  subscribed  in  the  Lower  House,  by 
all  but  five  members,  who,  in  a  debate  of  ten  days' 
duration,  made  an  able  resistance.  The  first  propo- 
sition "  asserted  the  natural  Presence  of  Christ  in  the 
Sacrament  of  the  Altar."  By  the  other,  the  autho- 
rity of  a  certain  Catechism,  published  in  the  preced- 
ing reign\  was  denied,  on  the  ground  "that  it  was 
not  set  forth  by  the  agreement  of  that  House."  This 
was  evidently  the  only  formula  which  it  was  deemed 
possible  to  repudiate  on  behalf  of  the  Church. 

And  it  is  worthy  of  remark,  that  it  was  argued  on 
behalf  of  this  Catechism,  "  that  the  said  House  had 
granted  authority  to  make  ecclesiastical  laws  to  certain 
persons  to  be  appointed  by  the  King,  and  that  what 
they  had  set  forth  might  well  be  said  to  be  done  in 
Synod."  The  House  on  a  division,  as  has  been  said,  dis- 
allowed this  plea :  whether  as  to  the  principle  of  dele- 
gation alleged,  or  merely  as  to  the  particular  work  for 
which  authority  was  claimed  on  that  principle,  is  not 
clear.  In  the  latter  case  we  have  a  plain  recognition  of 
that  conjoint  workmg  of  the  Convocation  and  Crown, 
which  has  been  above  represented  as  pervading  the 
Church  proceedings  of  this  period.  But  in  either  case, 
the  exception  made  to  the  authority  of  this  Catechism 
incontestabiy  proves  that  no  such  objection  lay  against 
that  of  the  Book  of  1552,  since  the  Marian  Convoca- 
tion would  certainly  have  disallowed  it  in  the  same 
way,  had  it  been  possible.  We  conclude,  therefore, 
that,  directly  or  indirectly,  this  Book  was  deemed  by 
the  Convocation  itself  to  have  received  its  sanction'". 

•  May  20,  1553.     It  i.s  a.scribcd  to  Poynct  or  Noel, 
"  I  have  not  touclicd  upon  the  Articles  of  1552,  so  called,  hut  really 
issued  in  June,  1553,  the  very  last  month  of  Edward's  lile.     Their  Con- 
vocational  authority  is  uuccrtaiu.     (kjee  llardwick,  Jlel'.,  p.  232,  and 
llistory  of  the  Articles.) 

K  2 
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And  accordingly  the  Parliament,  thus  armed  with 
the  sanction  of  Convocation,  and  acting  in  concert 
vitli  that  body,  (such  is  evidently  the  course  of  the 
proceedings  here  described,  though  the  scanty  convo- 
cational  records  leave  it  to  be  inferred,)  proceeded  in 
the  following  month,  (Nov.  22,)  to  repeal"  those  sta- 
tutes of  the  former  reign  by  which  the  First  and 
Second  Books  were  established.  This  Act  of  repeal, 
then,  while  it  reminds  us  that  the  Second  Book  w^as 
in  no  way  intended  to  reverse,  but  to  supplement 
the  First, — the  Acts  for  both  continuing  to  stand  on 
the  Statute-book  together, — is  also  peculiarly  full  to 
our  present  point :  namely,  that  the  Second  Book  of 
Edward,  in  the  idea  of  those  who  had  the  best  means 
of  knowing,  and  the  least  reason  for  favouring  its  pre- 
tensions, stood  on  precisely  the  same  footing  of  eccle- 
siastical and  temporal  sanction  as  the  First. 

4.  It  only  remained  for  the  English  Church,  after 
the  temporary  retrogression  which  marked  the  reign 
of  Mary,  to  enter  upon  what  has  proved  hitherto  her 
final  stage,  her  settled  and  enduring  mind,  in  point  of 
Eucharistic  doctrine.  The  characteristic  of  this  era, 
extending  from  the  first  year  of  the  reign  of  Elizabeth 
to  the  present  hour,  is  not  the  affirmation  of  any 
fresh  point  of  belief  as  to  the  Eucharistic  Mystery, 
beyond  those  two  cardinal  ones  which  w^-re  succes- 
sively defined  by  the  First  and  Second  Books  of 
Edward;  but  the  affirmation  of  them  both  in  con- 
junction, freely  and  ex  animo,  as  positions  no  longer 
doubted  of  or  deemed  incompatible,  but  as  alike  ne- 
cessary to  sound  belief. 

This  was  done,  for  the  most  part,  by  recalling  or 
strengthening,  as  occasion  arose,  the  language  both  of 

"  1  Mar.  Sess.  2,  c.  2.     Collier,  p.  350. 
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the  one  and  the  other  formulary.  The  restoration,  in 
the  main,  in  1559,  of  the  Second  Book  of  Edward, 
(conducted  still,  we  remark,  by  some°  of  the  Revisers 
of  1549,)  involved  the  belief  that  the  consecrated 
Elements  retain  ^  their  proper  nature.  But  this  was 
accompanied,  on  the  other  hand,  by  the  reinstatement 
of  the  old  formula  of  reception,  (in  conjnnction  wuth 
the  newer) :  a  recognition  no  less  of  the  view  of  1549, 
as  to  the  Things  received.  The  Articles  of  1562  and 
1571^  while  adopting  on  one  side  additional  and  posi- 
tive language "'  as  to  the  real  reception  of  the  Body 
and  Blood  of  Christ,  only  under  a  spiritual  mode  of 
existence,  reiterated  on  the  other,  like  the  Second 
Book,  the  denial  of  the  conversion  of  substance  \ 
The  additions  made  to  the  Catechism  in  the  reign  of 
James  I.,  in  1604,  strengthened  the  former  of  these 
positions.  The  recal,  at  the  Restoration,  in  1662,  of 
the  famous  rubric  of  the  Second  Book  of  Edward, 
which  had  been  dropped  out  in  the  interval,  added  a 
final  re-assertion  of  the  latter.     At  the  same  time,  the 

°  As  Cox  aiid  May.  The  others  were  Parker,  Griiidal,  Pilkingtou, 
Bill,  and  Smith. 

p  "  Grant  that  we,  receiving  these  Thy  creatures  of  Bread  and  Wine," 
&c.     Prayer  of  Consecration,  1552,  1559. 

1  They  were  sanctioned  l)y  Convocation  and  the  Crown  in  15G2;  by 
Parliament  in  1571. 

'  "The  Body  of  Christ  is  rjivenf  taken,  and  eaten  in  tlie  Supper 
only  after  a  licavcnly  and  spiritual  manner."  Art.  28,  1502.  Geste, 
Bishop  of  Rfjchester,  in  a  letter  to  Cecil,  Dec  22,  155G,  disavowed  any 
intention  of  denying  by  this  article,  "of  his  own  ponnyngc,"  tiic  proper 
Prfsence  of  tlic  Body  of  Ciirist.  "  I  told  him  [th(;  Bi.sliop  of  GU)uc('ster] 
plainly,  that  this  word  oudi/  did  not  exclude  the  Presence  of  Chrisfs 
Jiodi/,  but  only  the  grossencssc  and  scnsilileness  in  the  receiving 
thereof."     (Lately  printed  from  tlic  original  in  the  Stat(vPapor  Ollicc.) 

•  "  Transubslantiation  (or  the  change  of  the  substance  of  the  Bread 
and  Wine)  is  repugnant  to  the  plain  words  of  Scripture,  overtlirowcth 
the  nature  of  a  Sacrament,  and  liath  given  occasion  to  many  super- 
Btilions."     Art.  28.     On  these  last  words,  compare  above,  p.  55. 
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provision  made  in  this  latest  Revision  of  the  Office  for 
a  distinct  act  of  Oblation  of  the  elements,  and  for 
manual  actions  at  consecration,  similar  to  those  an- 
ciently used,  brought  back  in  a  great  degree  the  more 
fully  expressed  mind  of  the  First  Book  of  Edward  as 
to  that  side  of  the  Mystery. 

We  may  add,  while  speaking  of  the  recognition  by 
the  English  Church  of  this  side  of  the  truth,  that  in 
documents  less  formally  bound  upon  her  than  those 
which  have  been  alleged  hitherto,  the  expressions 
occur  of  "  receiving  the  Body  and  Blood  under  the 
form  of  Bread  and  Wine*."  "Thou  hast  received 
into  tliine  own  possession  the  everlasting  Verity,  our 
Saviour  Jesus  Christ.  Thou  hast  received  His  Body, 
which  was  once  broken,  and  His  Blood,  which  was 
shed  for  the  remission  of  thy  sins.  Doubt  not  of  the 
truth  of  this  matter,  how  great  and  high  soever  these 
things  be"."  "Look  up  with  faith  upon  the  holy 
Body  and  Blood  of  thy  God,  marvel  with  reverence, 
touch  It  with  the  mind,  receive  It  with  the  hand  of 
thy  heart,  take  It  fully  with  thy  inward  mind^." 

A  well-known  typical  instance  will  probably  best 
illustrate  the  position  of  the  later  English  Church  as 
regards  the  Mystery  of  the  Eucharist.  It  is  not  un- 
frequently  said  that  that  position  is,  both  as  to  its 
essence,  and  as  a  matter  of  historical  fact,  a  com- 
promise. There  is  some  truth  in  this.  But  then  it 
must  be  remembered  that  the  true  Eucharistic  Doc- 
trine is  itself  of  the  nature,  in  some  sort,  of  a  com- 
promise.    It  involves  an  assent  to  two  facts  which  we 

»  Notice  subjoined  to  the  Homilies  of  1547 — 1549:  "Hereafter 
shall  follow  Homilies  ....  of  the  due  recei\iiig  of  His  blessed  Body 
and  Blood,  under  the  form  of  Bread  and  Wine." 

■^  Hornily  of  the  Resurrection,  for  Easter-day,  1562. 

*  Homily  of  the  Sacrament,  1562. 
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do  not  profess  fully  to  reconcile.  And  on  occasion, 
the  trne  holding  or  stating  of  a  mystery  of  this  kind 
may  perfectly  well  result  from  a  compromise  between 
parties.  Something  of  the  kind  took  place  as  to  the 
words  now  used  in  our  Office  at  the  reception  of 
the  Elements. 

The  First  Book  of  Edward  VI.  had  prescribed  for 
this  purpose  words  anciently  in  use  in  this  Church  ^  ; 
*'  The  Body  (or  the  Blood)  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ 
preserve  thy  body  and  soul  unto  everlasting  life  :" — 
the  Second  Book  (1552)  quite  another  form  ;  "Take 
and  eat  this  (or  "  drink  this,")  in  remembrance,  &c., 
and  feed  on  Him  in  thy  heart,  &c."  These  two  forms 
were,  in  the  Book  of  Elizabeth  (1559),  combined  into 
one,  which  continues  in  use  to  this  day.  Now  of  the 
two  original  formulae,  the  first  confessedly  embodies 
the  recognition  of  the  fact  that  the  Elements  are  the 
Body  and  Blood  of  Christ ;  for  such  is  the  accredited 
sense  of  the  similar  formulae  in  the  Liturgies  of  all 
Churches.  And  on  this  ground,  and  as  bearing  this 
sense,  doubtless,  were  they  restored  in  the  liook  of 
Elizabeth.  The  other  formula  no  less  ccmfessedly 
witnesses  that  the  Elements  remain  in  tiieir  natural 
substance,  and  that  they  may  be  eaten  ;  and  that  the 
manner  of  reception  of  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ 
is  not  ordinary  and  physical,  but  beside  nature,  spiri- 
tual and  heavenly.  Now  it  is  true  that  many  of 
those  who  at  the  time  severally  urged  the  retention 
of  one  or  other  of  these  formulic,  desired  to  exclude 
thereby  the  doctrine  contained  in  the  other.     Ihit  it 

1  The  Use  of  York  ha-s  "  Corpus  ct  sanguis  Domini  nostri  Jcsu  Cliii'sti 
custodiat  corpus  mcum  et  aniniam  mcani  in  vitani  a;ternani."  'llic 
mention  of  "body  and  soul"  is  peculiar  to  tlic  York  Use.  It  is  found 
also  in  the  famous  Mi.ssa  published  by  Flaccius  lllyiicus  (Bonn,  p.  532, 
App.) ;  and  in  the  Mozarabic  Kite. 
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cannot  be  said  of  either  form  that  it  properly  involves 
such  an  exclusion.  Each  one  only  upholds  its  own 
side  of  the  Mystery.  The  older  part  of  the  formula 
does  not  in  the  least  affirm  or  imply  the  natural  mode 
of  Presence,  however  some  may  have  desired  to  under- 
stand it  so.  Nor  does  the  newer  part  at  all  exclude 
the  Presence,  however  others,  again,  may  have  chosen 
so  to  take  it.  While  the  combined  form — whether 
the  best  possible  or  not  for  the  administration  of 
the  Elements,  which  is  another  question — does  cer- 
tainly embody  very  distinctly  the  two  sides  of  the 
Mystery.  And  in  this  sense,  there  is  every  reason  for 
sa}'ing,  did  the  mass  of  the  Church  and  nation  at  that 
time  accept  it.  And  though,  as  regards  others,  a 
compromise  at  the  time,  it  is  no  less  a  truth  for  all 
time, — a  conjunction  of  two  sides  of  a  truth  for  a  long 
time  divorced; — the  old  Eucharistic  Verity  affirmed 
in  the  old  manner,  by  the  equal  presentation  of  two 
terms,  without  any  attempt  at  reconciling  them,  or 
any  sacrifice  of  either  to  the  supposed  requirements  of 
the  other. 

And  surely  it  is  most  remarkable,  and  sheds  a 
parting  gleam  of  Eucharistic  peace  and  unity  over 
the  West  and  over  Christendom,  as  represented  by 
the  different  elements  then  contending  within  the 
bosom  of  the  English  Church,  that  by  the  space  of 
ten  years  after  this  combination  of  the  two  forms,  and 
mainly  on  the  ground  of  it,  men  of  all  minds  "  gene- 
rally (i.e.  universally)  repaired  to  their  parish  churches 
without  doubt  or  scruple^."  That  each  party  did  so 
because  they  found  their  own  particular  view  repre- 

'  Sir  Edward  Coke,  speech  against  Garnet;  Q.  Elizabeth,  Letter  to 
■Walsingham;  Saunders  de  Schismate ;  Heylin's  Hist,  of  Ref.,  p.  110. 
The  fact  is  admitted  by  later  Roman  Catholic  historians,  as  Ribedaueira 
de  Schismate;  Butler's  EngUsh  Catholics,  iii.  p,  156. 
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sented,  rather  than  from  a  perception  that  the  com- 
bined formula  was  a  true  and  harmonious  rendering 
of  Eucharistic  truth,  may  be  admitted. 

But  the  fact  of  their  continued  acquiescence,  until 
it  was  cut  short,  as  to  the  one  party,  by  papal  anathe- 
ma, (1570,)  is,  under  all  the  circumstances,  a  weighty 
testimony  as  to  what  is  even  instinctively  felt  to  be 
the  true  path  of  Eucharistic  safety  and  truth.  Nor  is 
it  less  significant  that  Pope  Pius  IV.,  as  is  well 
attested  ^  offered  to  recognise  the  Office  thus  con- 
stituted. Whatever  be  thought  of  this  homage  from 
opposite  quarters,  as  a  feature  of  those  times,  the 
rightly  instructed  mind  of  the  present  day  may  well 
discern  in  the  formula  referred  to,  taken  in  connec- 
tion with  its  history,  the  lineaments  of  the  ancient 
mode  of  holding  the  Eucharistic  Verity. 

Such  was  the  process  by  which  the  ancient  view 
of  the  Eucharistic  Mystery  was  finally  recovered  in 
this  country.  Let  it  not  be  thought  that  an  excess 
of  care  has  been  bestowed  in  tracing  it  out  in  these 
pages ;  nor  yet  that  undue  importance  has  been  at- 
tached to  the  recovery  of  the  two  points  insisted  on, 
— the  recognition  of  the  consecrated  Elements  as  the 
Body  and  Blood  of  Ciirist,  neither  less  nor  more ; 
and  the  continuance  at  the  same  time  of  those  Ele- 
ments in  their  proper  nature.  Simple  and  easy,  indeed, 
as  has  been  elsewhere  insisted  on,  and  wjis  manifested 
by  the  experience  of  a  thousand  years,  is  the  task  of 
holding  to  these  two  positions,  once  admitted  and 
embraced.  But  to  recover  the  due  and  conjoint  hold- 
ing of  them  when   once  lost,  is  neither  simple  nor 

■  llallaiu's  Ili.st,.  of  Kii^'lautl,  p.  Ij.'S;  Str.ypc's  Aniialii,  i.  221.     Sco 
also  a  recent  pamphlet  ou  liie  subject,  b^  CLuiicellor  Hariiigloii. 
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easy  :  nor  can  too  much  attention  be  paid  to  the  pro- 
cess by  wliich  it  was  effected  in  the  one  country  and 
Clnirch  in  the  world  which  alone  has  been  known  to 
accomplish  it. 

And  again,  the  importance  of  these  two  positions 
is  really  unspeakable.  Single  and  simple  points  in 
themselves,  and  at  first  sight  of  very  unequal  moment, 
they  are  nevertheless  the  very  poles,  the  upper  and 
the  nether,  between  which  the  whole  body  and  sphere 
of  Eucharistic  truth  lies,  and  rotates  securely.  Dis- 
lodged from  either  of  them,  the  entire  mass  becomes 
disorganized,  and  enters  (as  is  exemplified  by  the 
history  of  continental  Europe),  on  an  erratic  course, 
ever  more  and  more  divergent  from  the  true,  and 
of  which  none  can  foresee  the  termination.  Duly 
resting  upon  them,  on  the  contrary,  it  tends  to 
perform  unerringly  its  proper  functions,  revolving 
in  its  appointed  orbit,  and  answering  the  great  pur- 
poses of  its  being. 

Thus,  at  length,  after  the  lapse  of  about  five  hun- 
dred years,  from  the  earliest  condemnation  of  Be- 
rengarius,  in  language  subversive  of  the  Eucharistic 
Mystery,  in  1050,  to  the  putting  forth  of  the  First 
and  Second  Books  of  Edward  VI.,  and  of  that  of  Eli- 
zabeth, in  1549 — 1559,  was  that  Mystery  once  more 
both  rightly  enunciated,  and  ritually  embodied,  in  one 
Church  and  nation  of  the  West.  The  East,  which 
had  never  wavered  either  in  her  dogmatic  affirmation 
or  her  ritual  expression  of  the  ancient  Eucharistic 
belief,  found  once  again  an  echo  and  a  response  in 
a  portion  of  the  Western  Church.  The  chasm  wdiich 
had  so  long  separated  the  two  great  Christian  families 
on  this  subject, — a  diversity  far  more  mournful  in  its 
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visible  effects  than  that  more  famous  and  more  promi- 
nent one  concerning  the  Procession  of  the  Holy  Spirit, 
— was  now  at  last,  to  a  certain  extent,  bridged  over. 
One  member,  at  any  rate,  of  the  family  which  had  de- 
parted from  the  truth,  had  avowed  its  error,  and  re- 
entered into  harmony  with  that  which  had  always 
been  faithful.  In  some  sense,  therefore,  it  might  be 
said  that  the  image  of  the  ancient  Eucharistic  concord 
— we  cannot  say  more — had  re-appeared  upon  earth, 
and  that  the  Church  of  God  in  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant points  in  which  it  had  ever  differed  within 
itself,  was,  representatively  at  least,  at  one  again. 
And  though  subsequently  the  Eastern  Church,  or  the 
Greek  portion  of  it  rather,  gave  in  a  nominal  adhesion 
to  the  speculative  error  of  the  West,  her  practical 
belief  has  remained  uninfluenced  by  it.  The  true 
and  the  false  Eucharistic  doctrine  have,  therefore, 
since  the  middle  of  the  sixteenth  century,  been  re- 
presented respectively  by  the  Churches  of  the  East, 
witli  England,  on  the  one  hand ;  and  by  the  remain- 
ing Churches  of  the  West  on  the  other. 

Whether,  in  the  good  Providence  of  God,  some 
future  chronicler  of  the  Chiych's  Eucharistic  history 
may  have  the  hapj)y  task  of  recording  a  wider  aiul 
more  universal  pacification  on  this  head,  it  is  not  for 
us  to  prognosticate.  At  j)rcsent  there  is  little  ap- 
pearance of  such  a  consunnuation.  As  in  the  days  of 
the  elder  Economy,  the  Church  of  God,  in  respect  of 
Eucharistic  belief  and  practice,  lies  to  this  hour  in 
two  great  and  unequal  divisions  :  the  one,  and  by  far 
the  larger  portion,  having  of  its  own  mind,  like  the 
Ten  Tribes  of  old,  violently  broken  away  from  the 
ancient  oneness  in  the  faith  ;  the  lesser  portion  cleav- 
ing to  it.     And  besides  these  two  well-defined  masses, 
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tliore  are,  moreover,  those  various  bodies  of  Cliris- 
tians  in  the  West  who  are  as  outcasts,  cleaving  to 
neither  of  the  two  great  divisions,  but  having  lost 
Apostolic  descent  and  order  as  well  as  Eucharistic 
truth.  It  is  much  that  in  this  matter  the  East,  the 
Judah  of  the  latter  days,  stands  not  altogether  alone  ; 
one  tribe  of  the  West,  though  but  a  little  one,  like 
Benjamin  of  old,  being  with  her.  But  no  Christian 
can  view  such  a  state  of  things  without  earnest  sorrow. 
Who  is  there  but  would  unite  in  a  desire  and  prayer, 
often  entertained,  and  in  no  point  more  necessary 
than  in  this  of  Eucharistic  unity,  that  it  would  please 
the  Great  Head  of  the  Church  that  "the  days  may 
come"  when,  in  the  words  of  the  three  great  prophets 
of  the  dispersion  and  captivity,  "  the  house  of  Judah 
shall  walk  with  the  house  of  Israel,"  "  and  they  shall 
be  no  more  two  nations,  neither  shall  they  be  divided 
into  two  kingdoms  any  more  at  all :"  nor  only  so,  but 
when  **  He  shall  assemble  the  outcasts  of  Israel,  and 
gather  together  the  dispersed  of  Judah,  from  the  four 
corners  of  the  earth  ^." 

XII.  I  proceed  to  speak  of  one  or  two  consequences 
which  have  been  supposed  to  flow  from  the  manner  of 
holding  the  Eucharistic  Mystery  here  set  forth  as  that 
of  the  Church  Universal  for  the  first  thousand  years, 
and  of  the  English  Church  for  the  last  three  centuries. 
It  is  well  at  all  times — at  the  present  time  it  is  perhaps 
very  especially  needful — that  such  supposed  or  alleged 
consequences  should  be  duly  examined. 

Eirst,  then,  if  the  Elements  become  by  consecration 
the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ,  so  that  we  may  say 
that  That  Body  and  Blood  are  thereafter  truly  present, 
does  it  not  follow  that  They  must  be  worshipped  with 

•  Jer.  iii.  18  j  Ezek.  xxsni.  22 ;  Isa.  xi.  12. 
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Divine  adoration,  since  He,  whose  Body  and  Blood 
they  are,  is  Very  God  ?  Or,  if  not  the  Elements  them- 
selves, by  reason  of  their  retaining  the  nature  of  crea- 
tures, so  that  to  worship  tliem  would  be  idolatry  ^ ;  yet 
must  not  the  Presence  of  that  Body  and  Blood  be 
worshipped,  even  as  the  Presence  of  Christ  Himself  in 
Heaven,  or  in  the  days  of  His  Flesh  ?  Does  not  Their 
Presence  involve  the  proper  Presence  of  Christ ;  and  is 
not  That  Presence,  at  any  rate,  to  be  worshipped  ? 

These  questions  are  asked,  by  persons  differently 
minded,  in  a  very  different  spirit.  By  some,  the 
affirmation  of  them  is  eagerly  pressed  as  an  inevitable 
conclusion  from  the  premises :  by  others  it  is  no  less 
earnestly  deprecated ;  while  yet  they  see  no  escape 
from  such  a  conclusion,  except  by  rejecting  the  pre- 
mises themselves. 

Now  as  to  the  question  in  its  first  and  most  strin- 
gent form,  we  know  how  it  is  answered  by  the  Western 
Church  of  the  last  six  hundred  years.  From  about 
tlie  year  1200  ',  or  a  little  later,  the  claim  of  the  con- 
secrated Elements  to  be  worshipped  with  the  self- 
same adoration  as  God  Almighty  sitting  upon  His 
Throne  in  Heaven,  has  been  openly  affirmed  both  by 
Divines  and  Councils.  That  portentous  conclusion 
has  not,  it  is  true,  been  carried  out  in  all  its  results, 
but  only  in  some  of  them.  Worship  of  some  kind  is 
indeed  prescribed,  and  doubtless,   both  by   outward 

*  This  is  all  but.  universally  admitted  by  Roman  writers,  viz.  (hat 
if  it  were  conceded  that  the  elements  retained  their  sub.staiiec  after  con- 
secration, it  would  be  idolatry  to  worship  them.  Aluratori,  (dc  lleb.  Lit. 
c.  19,)  seems  at  a  loss  wliat  to  think:  "Si  Tatres  ccnsuissent  perduraro 
adhuc  panis  ct  vino  substantiam,  adorationem  improbassent,  nc  cultus 
uni  Deo  dcbitus  simul  creaturse  redderetur,  (ita  cuiui  Luthcranis  vidc- 
tur,  (injure,  non  iiiquiro)." 

'  See  above,  sect.  vi.  p.  56,  and  p.  87. 
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gesture  and  inward  affection  of  the  mind,  habitually 
offered.  But  by  an  inconsistency  for  which  we  may 
well  be  thankful,  no  prayer"^  or  other  service  is  in 
public  authorized  rituals  addressed  to  the  Elements, 
but  still,  as  of  old  before  this  doctrine  was  heard  of, 
to  God  and  to  Christ  in  Heaven,  and  in  Heaven  only. 
This,  however,  makes  no  difference  as  to  the  specu- 
lative tenet,  which  is  avowed  and  maintained  without 
any  limitation  or  qualification  whatever. 

In  this  form,  the  tenet  of  Eucharistic  adoration  is 
httle  likely  to  be  entertained  by  members  of  the  Eng- 
lish Church,  since  it  is  so  clearly  and  emphatically 
rejected  in  her  formularies,  as  already  referred  to^. 
To  worship  the  Elements  themselves  would  be,  it  is 
admitted  among  us,  idolatry.  But  the  other  and 
more  modified  claim,  of  Divine  adoration  being  due, 
after  the  consecration  of  the  Elements,  to  the  Presence 
of  Christ's  Body  and  Blood,  or  to  the  Presence  of 
Christ  Himself,  as  involved  therein,  stands  on  some- 
what different  grounds.  It  is  alleged  on  its  behalf, 
that  it  does  not  contravene  any  admitted  principle  of 
Christianity ; — it  is  found,  rightly  or  wrongly,  to  have 
peculiar  attractiveness  for  a  deeply  reverential  order 
oi  mind ; — the  countenance  of  antiquity  is  confidently 
claimed  for  it ; — and  it  is  openly  avowed  and  acted 
on  by  members  of  the  English  Church.  On  this  ac- 
count, however  devoid  of  foundation  it  may  be,  it 
demands  our  serious  consideration. 

**  The  exceptions  are  so  rare  as  to  prove  the  rule ;  which,  indeed,  is 
strongly  insisted  upon.  Thus  Bona  remarks,  that  the  hymn  "  0  salu- 
taris  hostia,"  was  sung  during  the  elevation  in  some  Chuiches  of  Prauce, 
and  sanctioned  by  a  provincial  council  at  Cologne ;  but  that  another 
Synod,  (Augustana,  c.  18,)  while  permitting  this,  commended  silent 
adoration  in  preference.     Ker,  Lit.  ii.  13,  2. 

*  Above,  sect.  xi. 
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Since,  however,  there  is  manifestly  a  close  connec- 
tion, with  whatever  of  real  distinction,  between  the  two 
kinds  of  adoration  which  are  thus,  without  the  English 
Church  and  within  it,  claimed  as  a  consequence  of  the 
consecration  of  the  Elements,  it  will  be  best  to  survey 
the  subject  as  one  whole,  and  in  all  its  bearings. 

It  will  be  admitted,  then,  in  the  first  place,  that  all 
manner  of  Eucharistic  tenets  ultimately  stand  and  are 
based  upon  the  original  Institution  of  Christ  Himself, 
as  recorded  in  the  Gospels,  and  further  unfolded  or 
alluded  to  in  them,  and  in  the  Apostolic  Epistles. 
All  that  any  Church,  or  any  Liturgy,  even  to  the 
most  elaborate,  can  legitimately  aim  at,  is  to  render 
the  Mind  of  Christ  as  intended  and  expressed  in  that 
awful  Institution.  To  watch  His  hand,  His  Eye, 
His  voice, — to  gather  His  Intent,  to  understand  His 
Action,  to  do  as  He  bade  us  do; — this,  since  the  days 
of  the  Apostles  themselves,  has  been,  and  ever  must 
be,  the  Church's  only  study, —  all  her  lore,  all  her 
wisdom, — in  the  matter  of  Eucharistic  celebration. 
What  He  did,  and  said,  and  intended,  and  left  for 
us  to  imitate  in  our  measure, — that  is  the  text  and 
the  rubric  of  all  our  Eucharistic  ritual ;  the  norm  and 
measure  of  all  our  Eucharistic  thoughts,  and  words, 
and  actions. 

Accordingly,  the  particular  opinion  to  be  held,  and 
the  practices  to  be  adopted,  as  a  result  of  the  conse- 
cration of  the  Eucharistic  Elements,  depend  solely 
and  entirely  upon  what  He  divinely  intended,  and 
was  from  the  first  understood  to  intend,  in  reference 
to  this  part  of  the  subject.  To  think  or  do  cither  less 
or  more  than  what  was  thus  designed  by  Ilim  for  His 
Church,  is  what  none  can  wisely  or  safely  desire. 

What,  then,  did  He  say  or  do,  or  whut  did  His 
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Apostles  after  Ilim  iinfukl,  that  tends  to  prescribe 
the  conceptions  we  should  form,  the  mind  we  should 
entertain  and  carry  out,  with  reference  to  the  conse- 
crated Elements?  Or  what  did  the  whole  Church  for 
the  first  thousand  or  more  years  of  her  existence,  with 
one  consent,  understand  Him  to  have  prescribed  in 
the  matter,  and  how  did  she  give  ritual  effect  and 
expression  to  it  ? 

Now  had  our  Lord  said  that  the  Elements  conse- 
crated by  Him  were  either  singly  or  jointly  Himself, 
much  more  had  He  said  that  they  were  God,  or  had 
any  Apostle  declared  as  much ; — were  it  possible  that 
the  same  Thing  should  thus  be  at  once  the  creature 
and  the  Creator,  or  that  the  Creator  should  be  thus 
made,  as  is  daringly  affirmed,  out  of  the  creature; 
and  had  it  been  revealed  to  us  that  it  was  even  so : — 
then  the  case  would  have  been  far  different. 

But  what  did  Christ  say  ?  And  certainly  He  said 
not  of  either  Element,  "  This  is  God  /'  no,  nor  yet, 
"This  is  Myself,"  "This  is  the  Sou  of  God,"  or  "the 
Son  of  Man."  No  :  He  said,  "  This  is  My  Body,  which 
is  being  given  for  you ;"  "  This  is  My  Blood,  which  is 
being  shed  for  you."  He  said  no  less  than  this ; — 
but  He  said  no  more.  Nor  did  His  Apostles  in  any 
way  amplify  or  supplement  that  primary  declaration. 
St.  Paul,  for  example,  does  not  say,  "  The  Bread  which 
we  break"  is  Christ,  nor  even  that  it  is  "  the  commu- 
nication or  partaking  of  Christ ;"  but "  of  the  Body  of 
Christ :"  nor  that  "  the  Cup  which  we  bless"  is  Christ, 
or  even  "  the  partaking  of"  Christ ;  but  "  of  the  Blood 
of  Christ."  He  might,  indeed,  with  all  truth  have 
used  the  second  of  these  forms  of  speech,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  participation  of  Christ  Himself,  conse- 
quent upon  the  participation  of  those  Elements,  which 
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are  His  Body  and  Blood.  But  it  is  worthy  of  remark, 
and  may  well  have  been  a  divinely  provided  safeguard 
against  error,  that  he  does  not  say  so ;  but  here  and 
elsewhere  reproduces,  as  the  strict  and  true  account 
of  what  is  directly  partaken  of  in  Eucharistic  recep- 
tion, the  same  as  Christ  Himself  had  given ;  namely, 
that  it  is  His  Body  and  Blood  that  are  received. 

The  only  passage  of  Holy  Scripture  which  presents 
any  appearance,  even,  of  identifying  the  Eucharistic 
Elements  with  Christ,  is  that  in  which  our  Lord  says 
of  Himself,  "  I  am  the  Bread  of  Life  ;"  and  again, 
"  He  that  eateth  Me,  even  he  shall  live  by  Me  V  But, 
besides  the  ordinary  rule  of  Scripture  interpretation, 
that  the  significance  of  single  passages  is  to  be  ga- 
thered from  the  consent  of  many,  and  not  vice  versa, 
it  is  to  be  observed  that  in  this  passage  our  Lord  dis- 
tinctly specifies,  in  the  context  intervening  between 
the  two  sentences  which  have  been  quoted,  the  instru- 
mentality by  which  men  should  "  eat  of  Him  ;"  namely, 
by  eating  His  Elesh  and  drinking  His  Blood.  Such 
a  single  passage,  then,  so  entirely  capable  of  being 
understood  without  introducing  a  conception  nowhere 
else  countenanced  in  Holy  Scripture, — and  indeed  so 
self-explanatory  in  the  other  sense, — cannot  be  held 
to  be  a  warrant  for  such  conception.  And,  accord- 
ingly, we  shall  see  hereafter  that  the  Church,  as  in- 
structed by  the  Liturgies,  did  not  receive  this  further 
conception  of  the  Elements. 

Christ  did  not,  then,  in  terms,  and  in  so  many 
words,  nor  did  His  Apostles  after  Uim,  identify  the 
consecrated  Elements  with  Himself,  lie  ainujuiiccd, 
indeed,  a  very  awful  and  mysterious  truth  concerning 

'  St.  Jolin  vi.  35,  57. 
L 
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tluMu  ;  but  tliis  was  not  the  truth  that  He,  in  words, 
announced.  Whctlier  tliis  lay  hid  and  was  inchided 
ill  wliat  He  did  declare,  is  of  course  a  further  and 
most  logitiinate  question.  But  the  fact  as  to  the  overt 
statement  of  Scripture  is  as  has  been  here  represented. 

And  if  the  identification  of  the  Elements  with  Christ 
Himself,  and  of  their  Presence  with  His,  be  thus  un- 
warranted by  the  letter  of  Holy  Scripture,  then  it  must 
be  admitted  that  it  is  a  very  large  assumption  to  make, 
and  one  for  which  the  most  cogent  reasons  may  well 
be  demanded,  in  order  to  its  being  accepted  as  an 
article  of  faith. 

Now  there  is  but  one  way  in  which  such  identifica- 
tion can  be  intelligibly  or  truly  held ;  and  that  way 
involves  consequences  so  extravagant,  and  so  subver- 
sive of  the  whole  character  of  the  Rite,  that  even 
its  nominal  adherents  have  shrunk  from  maintain- 
ing them. 

It  is  to  represent  that,  in  addition  to  the  Body  and 
Blood  of  Christ,  His  Human  Soul  is  by  consecra- 
tion made  to  be  present.  This  was  a  deduction^ 
early  made  from  the  doctrine  of  annihilation  in  the 
eleventh  century ;  and  was  boldly  averred  by  the 
Church  of  Rome  at  Trent.  It  is  not  at  all  involved 
in  the  doctrine  of  annihilation ;  which  properly  only 
atfirras  the  natural  manner  of  Presence  of  the  Body 
and  Blood  of  Christ,  not  the  Presence  of  His  entire 
Person :  but  is  altogether  a  distinct  and  superadded 
article  of  belief.  But  it  was  soon  seen  to  be  necessary 
to  the  identification  of  the  Elements  with  Christ  Him- 
self. "After  the  consecration,"  it  was  accordingly 
declared,  "  the  very  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ  exist 
under  the  form  of  Bread  and  Wine,  together  with  His 

f  Sec  above,  p.  55,  note  x,  and  p.  79. 
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Soul  and  Divinity^."  It  should  follow  from  hence, 
(since  only  in  the  //r/;;y  Christ  did  His  Soul  and 
Divinity  ever  unite  with  His  Body  and  Blood,)  that 
it  is  not  with  Christ  in  His  Death,  but  with  Christ  as 
alive,  that  the  Elements  are  identified.  And,  accord- 
ingly, it  is  further  laid  down  by  the  Tridentine  de- 
crees, that  it  is  the  Parts  of  Christ,  as  they  are  held 
together  hy  His  Resurrectio?i\  that  are  thus  present 
by  consecration  :  in  other  words,  that  it  is  Christ  as 
risen  from  the  dead  that  is  present.  How  this  can 
accord  with  the  position  that  what  the  Eucharist  shews 
forth  is  the  Beath^  of  Christ,  is  not  explained ;  unless 
it  be  said  that  Christ  is  first  presented  alive  in  the 
Body  of  His  Resurrection,  and  then  slain.  It  does 
not  appear  that  anything  so  extravagant  as  this  has 
ever  been  maintained.  The  two  positions,  that  the 
Body  which  is  present  is  That  of  the  Resurrection,  and 
yet  that  the  Body  is  mystically  or  really  slain  and 
off'ered  on  the  Altar,  seem  to  be  held  in  conjunction, 
without  any  attempt  at  reconciling  them.  But  suj)- 
posing  such  a  view,  then  by  the  very  idea  of  that  en- 
suing Death,  the  Soul  of  Christ  would  be  withdrawn, 
and  thus  would  He  Himself  cease  to  be,  after  all,  pro- 
perly present. 

Some  apology  might  seem  necessary  for  entering 
seriously  into  the  consideration  of  such  extravagances, 
were  it  not  that  tlicy  arc  in  part  avowed,  and  all  of 

••  Concil.  Trid.  Sess.  xiii.  3  :  "  Vorum  Uomiui  nostri  corpus,  vcruni- 
que  ejus  sanguincm,  sub  panis  ct  viiii  specie,  luia  cum  ipsius  anijua  et 
Diviiiitate  cxistcrc." 

'  Concil.  Trid.,  ibid.:  "Animamquc  cxibtcrc  sub  utraquc  specie,  vi 
naturalis  illius  counexionis  qviii  jiarlca  Clirisli,  qui  jam  ex  murtuis  rc- 
surrexit,  iiitcr  so  copulautur." 

^  1  Cor.  x\.  2G ;  and  so  Concil.  Trid.  ib.  c.  2  :  "  lu  illius  sumplionc 
colcre  nos  sui  memoriam  pra;ccpit,  suamquc  anuuutiarc  mortem." 

1.  2 
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tliem  properly  involved,  in  the  Eucharistic  belief  of 
the  greatest  portion  of  the  Christian  world.  It  is  not 
too  nuich  to  say  that  by  the  portentous  and  intolerable 
liypothesis  here  described,  the  foundation-stone  of  our 
Redemption,  the  Death  of  Christ,  is  uprooted,  and 
His  Life  substituted  for  it ; — though,  indeed,  it  may 
more  properly  be  said  that  the  speculations  of  the 
middle  age  in  the  West,  culminating  in  the  decrees 
of  Trent,  have  left  the  subject  of  the  Holy  Eucharist 
a  tangled  skein  of  contradictions,  absolutely  incapable 
of  being  unravelled,  and  painfully  contrasting  with 
the  clear  and  intelligible  faith  of  the  Liturgies  and 
the  Church  for  a  thousand  years. 

It  is  inconceivable  that  any  among  ourselves  at  the 
present  day  are  prepared  seriously  to  endorse  the  mode 
just  described  of  establishing  the  Eucharistic  Presence 
of  Christ,  and  to  raise  so  gratuitous  and  so  perplexing 
a  superstructure  upon  the  confessed  Presence  of  His 
Body  and  Blood.  Yet  is  it,  as  I  have  said,  and  as 
the  middle  age  rightly  perceived,  the  only  mode  that 
is  in  any  degree,  or  even  up  to  a  certain  point,  intelli- 
gible. And  those  who,  rejecting  this  mode,  maintain 
nevertheless  the  proper  Presence  of  Christ,  as  God 
and  Man,  upon  the  consecration  of  the  Elements,  and 
ground  upon  it  a  theory  and  practice  of  worshipping 
Him,  as  so  present,  may  fairly  be  asked  on  what  posi- 
tion they  take  their  stand  ?  The  only  other  position 
that  can  be  conceived,  is  to  represent  that  the  Body 
and  Blood  of  Christ  are  somehow  truly  and  sufficiently 
Christ,  ignoring  the  necessity  of  any  particular  sup- 
position as  to  the  Presence  of  His  Human  Soul ;  and 
that  Their  Presence  involves,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
His  Presence.  And  this  is  perhaps  the  form  in  which 
the  opinion  of  Christ's  Presence,  as  the  effect  of  con- 
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secration,  is  entertained  among  us,  so  far  as  it  is  enter- 
tained at  all.  The  Presence  of  Christ  is  assumed, 
without  entering  into  any  argument,  to  be  a  neces- 
sary result  of  the  Presence  of  His  Body  and  Blood. 

This  is  indeed  but  a  vasue  and  unconvincing  ac- 
count  to  render  of  so  weighty  a  postulate.  Never- 
theless, let  us  inquire  whether  there  is  any  possible 
standing-ground  for  it.  Tiie  question  is,  whether  the 
opinion  of  the  supranatural  Presence  of  Christ  Him- 
self, in  the  entirety  of  Ilis  Person,  as  the  effect  of  the 
consecration  of  the  Eucharistic  Elements,  can  be  hehl 
in  any  other  way  than  by  the  supposition  above  men- 
tioned, with  all  its  train  of  consequences. 

We  shall  do  well  to  consider  the  question,  first, 
with  reference  to  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ  under 
Their  ordinary  and  natural  mode  of  existence. 

What,  then,  is  the  fact  in  the  case  of  any  ordinary 
human  being?  Now  it  is  true  that  as  long  as  a  man 
is  alive,  he  may  be  said,  in  some  sort,  to  consist  of 
his  body  and  blood  :  his  body  and  blood  (the  latter 
containing  his  life)  do  in  a  manner  make  up  the 
man.  But  when  these  two  are  sundered  from  each 
other,  and  from  the  soul,  by  a  violent  death,  do 
we  any  longer  say  that  the  body  and  blood,  with- 
out the  soul,  make  up  the  man,  or  that  they  are 
the  man?  We  do  not.  And  let  us  not  doubt, 
filbeit  we  speak  of  great  mysteries,  that  in  this  point, 
as  in  all  others  belonging  to  our  nature,  sin  only  ex- 
cepted, Christ  was  even  as  we  are.  His  Death  being 
as  real '  as  any  man's,  His  broken  Body  and  Ilis  Blood 
poured  out  in  Death  were  no  more  the  Man  Christ 
Jesus,  than  the  body  and  blood  of  any  other  man  arc 

'  On  lliis  wliolo  sul)jcct,  sec  IVarson  on  llic  Creed,  Art.  iv.,  on  tlic 
word  "  dead ;"  c.  g.  "  Tlius  Clirist  did  really  and  truly  die,  according  to 
Die  condition  of  death  to  wliicli  the  nature  of  man  is  bultjeet." 
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tlint  man.  True  it  is  that  from  neither  Ilis  Body  nor 
His  Soul  was  Ilis  Divinity  ever  separated  "",  but  was 
so  present  with  Both  that  neither  could  the  One  be 
left  in  Hell  nor  the  Other  see  corruption.  But  this 
took  not  away,  nor  modified,  any  of  the  phenomena 
in  which  Death  consists ;  else  would  there  have  been 
no  Death  at  all.  It  did  not  abrogate  the  unchange- 
able law  of  death,  that  the  body  and  soul  should  be 
truly  separated,  so  as  no  longer,  for  the  time  being, 
to  make  up  one  man.  The  Divinity  by  its  contact 
preserved  in  Their  separated  estate  both  Body  anc' 
Soul;  but  did  not,  for  the  time  then  being,  cause 
Them  to  coalesce  into  One  Man.  That  effect  of  the 
Divinity  was  reserved  for  the  Resurrection.  To  doubi 
this  is  to  deny  the  verity  of  the  Manhood  of  Christ, 
and  the  proper  reality  of  His  Death. 

And  next,  if  the  broken  and  poured -out  Body  and 
Blood  of  Christ,  in  Their  natural  condition  and  manner 
of  existence,  were  not  Christ, — as  certainly  They  were 
not, — have  we  any  reason  for  saying  or  conceiving 
that  in  Their  supranatural  and  sacramental  manner  of 
existence  They  are  Christ?  Is  it  not  at  least  pro- 
bable, so  far  as  we  can  judge  of  such  things,  that 
the  sacramental  mode  would  in  this  respect  follow 
the  law  of  the  natural?  And  if  this  be  so,  then  the 
opinion  now  under  our  consideration  is  absolutely  ex- 
cluded by  the  first  principles  of  the  great  Christian 
Economy.  It  involves  the  denial  of  great  axioms  of 
the  Christian  Faith. 

"  The  universal  Presence  of  Christ  as  to  His  Divinity,  and  yet  the 
separate  location  of  Bis  Body  and  Soul  in  Death,  are  well  expressed  in 
the  Liturgy  of  St.  Chrysostom :  "  In  the  grave  as  touching  Thy  Body, 
in  Hades  vrith  Thy  Soul,  as  God,  and  also  in  Paradise  vnih  the  thief, 
Thou  didst  subsist  {virripxfs)  in  Heaven  as  on  a  Throne,  0  Christ,  with 
the  Father  and  the  Holy  Ghost,  the  uucii-cumscribed,  fiUing  aU  things." 
This  seems  to  be  the  sense  of  the  passage,  which  ^Ir.  Neale  (Introd., 
p.  i38)  has  rendered  somewhat  differently.     See  Pearson,  as  above. 
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The  same  conclusion  follows  from  a  close  exami- 
nation of  the  Eucharistic  Rite.  We  are  in  a  man- 
ner debarred,  by  the  very  structure  and  ordained  pur- 
pose of  it, — as  I  have  already  implied  in  speaking  of 
the  Roman  view, — from  conceiving  that  the  sacra- 
mental Presence  of  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ  in- 
volves that  of  Christ  Himself  in  the  entirety  of  His 
Person. 

For  why  is  it  that  two  Things,  and  not  one  only, 
— and  those,  moreover,  Things  which  by  their  sever- 
ance speak  not  of  Life,  but  of  accomplished  Death, — ■ 
are  set  forth  in  the  Rite?  It  is  plainly  because  the 
setting  forth,  or  "  shewing  forth"  of  Christ's  Death, 
was  the  very  purpose  of  the  Ordinance.  Therefore 
are  produced  the  proofs  and  pledges,  the  very  facts 
and  parts,  so  to  speak,  of  that  Death.  It  is  as  sun- 
dered in  sacrificial  Death,  and  under  no  other  aspect 
whatsoever,  that  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ  are 
set  forth  to  us,  and  partaken  of  by  us.  It  is  His 
"  Death  that  worketh  in  us"  in  the  mysterious  Or- 
dinance. 

Par  from  being  anxious,  therefore,  to  represent  that 
the  living  and  entire  Christ  is  present  by  reason  of 
the  consecration,  we  ought  very  earnestly  to  contend 
that  He  is  not ;  lest,  while  we  seek  prematurely  to 
secure  the  Living  Presence  of  our  Redeeming  Lord, 
we  lose  hold  of  the  very  means  and  instruments  of 
our  Redemption. 

The  idea  of  Christ's  Resurrection  or  Risen  Life  does, 
it  is  true,  enter  into  the  Rite :  but  not  at  this  stage 
of  it,  or  purely  prospectively ;  whence  in  some  ancient 
Communion  Offices  it  is  said,  "  wc  shew  forth  His 
Death  and  confess  His  Resurrection"."  And  belief 
■  Liturgy  of  St.  James,  St.  Basil,  St.  Mark,  Coptic  St.  Basil. 
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in  tliat  Resurrection  was  further  symbolized  by  com- 
mixture of  a  portion  of  tlie  Elements.  But  both  the 
Rite  itself  and  our  attention  are  properly  concen- 
trated, for  the  time  being,  on  the  fact  of  Christ's 
Death,  as  set  forth  by  His  Body  and  Blood. 

The  whole  Action,  it  has  often  with  some  truth  been 
said,  is  in  its  nature  exhibitory,  or  dramatic":  certain 
Divine  events  being  thereby  not  merely  recalled,  but 
exhibited.  But  let  it  be  carefully  observed  to  what 
exact  point  each  Eucharist  sends  us  back,  and  what 
the  manner  and  limits  of  the  "  sc  tting  forth "  or 
"  exhibition"  are.  It  is  to  the  Sacrifice  of  the  Death 
of  Christ,  wrought  once  for  all,  but  again  and  again 
"  exhibited  ^ ;" — not,  however,  as  to  the  process,  but 
only  as  far  as  concerns  the  constituent  parts  and  tokerifs 
thereof,  the  Body  and  the  Blood.  Christ  does  not. 
as  some  have  said,  or  gone  near  to  saying,  die  again  ; 
He  is  not,  in  any  sense,  immolated  again,  totie^ 
quoties,  on  the  Eucharistic  altar,  however  widely  that 

•  This  character  of  the  Eucharist  is  strongly  marked  in  some 
Liturgies ;  and  sometimes,  as  in  the  Greek  Office  of  Prothesis,  (Neale, 
p.  339 — 354,)  developed  with  much  excess.  See  also  Amalarius  on 
the  Roman  rite. 

p  This  is  the  most  ancient  term,  probably,  to  express  the  inscrutable 
operation,  by  which  the  consecrated  elements  become  the  Body  and 
Blood  of  Christ.     So  Lit.  St.  Clement,  in  the  Apostolic  Constitutions, 

lib.  Vlii.  Zirais  awo^riv  rbj/  iprov  roxkov  aZ/ia  rod  Xpicrrov  ffov.      So  Lenseus, 

in  a  fragment,  quotes  it.  Other  Liturgies,  as  St.  James'  and  St.  Mark's, 
have  "sanctify  and  make;"  others,  as  St. Chrysostom's,  "make."  One 
objection  to  the  Transubstantiation  theory  is,  that  it  seems  at  least 
to  declare  for  a  proper  production,  by  way  of  corruption  and  generation, 
of  the  Substance  of  Christ's  Body  and  Blood,  out  of  the  substance  of 
the  bread  and  the  wine.  This  is  well  stated  by  Berengarius,  (De  Sacra 
Ccena,  p.  97) :  "  Fit  plane  de  pane  Corpus  Christi,  sed . .  non  corruptione 
ipsius  subjecti,  .  .  non  geiieratioiie  Ipsius  Corporis  ;  quia  Christi  Corpus, 
semel  ante  tot  tempora  generatum,  generari  ultra  non  poterit."     Comp. 

1  Cor.  XI.  26,  rhv  Qavarou  tov  Kvpiov  /C0Ta77€AA€T6 :  also  Gal.  iii.  1, 
npofypd<pri  icrravpoo/xevos. 
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mode  of  expression  may  have  obtained.  No  /?ro- 
cess  of  Death,  even  mystical,  is  made  known  to  ns 
as  having  place  in  the  Rite.  We  know  nothing  of 
any  living  Body  of  Christ,  mystical  or  other,  pro- 
duced and  then  slain  for  us  in  this  Ordinance.  The 
bread  before  consecration  is  only  bread,  though  it 
may  represent  to  our  thoughts  Christ's  living  Body ; 
the  wine  only  wine,  though  it  may  remind  us  of  the 
Blood  which  flowed  in  His  sacred  veins.  And  on 
the  consecration  of  these,  they  pass  at  once  into  types 
and  realities  appertaining  not  to  the  Life,  but  to  the 
Death  of  Christ.  His  Bo3y  and  Blood,  the  consti- 
tuents of  His  original  and  real  Sacrificial  Death,  are 
under  mysterious  conditions  and  in  a  peculiar  state 
of  existence  reproduced  or  re-exhibited. 

Setting  out  from  this  as  from  a  starting-point,  the 
subsequent  events  or  phenomena  of  Christ's  Action 
on  our  behalf  are  indeed,  as  we  shall  see  presently, 
mystically  reproduced  or  re-enacted  likewise ;  namely, 
within  us,  on  reception.  But  at  the  present  stage, 
when  consecration  has  taken  place,  but  nothing  more, 
it  is  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ,  as  the  facts  and 
pledges  of  His  Death  ;  it  is  these,  and  these  only, 
that  by  the  very  nature  of  the  Rite  are  before  us.  To 
suppose  that  Christ  Himself,  in  some  altogether  vague 
and  unex[)lained  way,  is  personally  present  in  the  en- 
tirety of  His  Being,  at  this  point,  is  not  only  a  sui)- 
position  purely  gratuitous,  but  throws  the  whole  ideal 
of  the  Rite  into  inextricable  confusion. 

Is  there,  then,  no  supranatural  Presence,  in  the  Holy 
Eucharist,  of  Christ  llinisclf,  as  distinguished  from  the 
Presence  of  His  Body  and  Blood  ?  Doubtless  there  is  : 
His  Presence  in  the  entirety  of  His  Being  ;  in  a  mys- 
terious and  peculiarly  intiniiite  manner,  and  in  Body, 


151  THE  TRINCIPLES  OF  DIVINE  SERVICE,    [sect.  xil. 

Soul,  and  Divinity.  The  Scriptures  as  plainly  and 
as  repeatedly  assure  us  of  this  as  they  are  persistent 
and  uniform  in  assigning  to  the  Elements  themselves 
no  other  character  or  nomenclature  than  that  of  His 
Body  and  Blood.  There  is  such  a  Presence  :  but  it 
is  when  the  Rite  attains  its  consummation ;  then, 
though  not  till  then.  The  unreceived  Elements  are 
the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ,  and  no  more  :  but 
"  he  that  eateth  and  drinketh"  of  them  aright  hath 
in  him  Christ  Himself  °,  and  no  less,  and  is  united  to 
Him.  This  is  so  certain  from  Scripture,  that  none 
but  the  lowest  order  of  believers  in  the  existence  of 
a  Eucharist  at  all  have  doubted  of  it ;  and  it  is  there- 
fore needless  to  enlarge  upon  it. 

By  what  particular  process  of  the  Holy  Spirit  this 
effect  is  produced  we  have  no  information.  But  the 
analogy  of  the  Christian  Economy,  as  wrought  out  in 
the  Person  of  Christ  Himself,  combined  with  what  we 
know  of  the  consecrated  Elements  in  the  Eucharist, 
would  seem  to  suggest  some  account  of  it.  The  natu- 
ral Body  of  Christ,  once  slain,  and  no  longer  to  be 
accounted  as  Christ,  by  reason  of  the  separation  of  It 
from  His  Human  Soul,  was  nevertheless,  after  being 
duly  received  into  the  receptacle  of  God's  appointing, 
the  heart  of  the  Earth,  re-united  to  That  Soul  by  the 
operation  of  the  interposed  Divinity ;  and  so  Christ 
Himself  was  once  more  ti"uly  alive,  and  rose  again. 
And  even  so,  when  His  Body  and  Blood,  existing  in 
a  new  and  specially  provided  manner,  have  been  re- 
ceived into   the   duly  qualified  bodies   and   souls   of 

°  St.  John  vi.  56:  "He  that  eateth  My  Flesh,  and  drinketh  My 
Blood,  dwelleth  in  Me,  and  I  in  him."  1  Cor.  xii.  13  :  "  And  have  all 
been  made  to  drink  into  One  Spirit,"  i.  e,  one  divinely  compacted  con- 
dition of  unity  with  Christ. 
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men,  does  the  same  vital  re-union,  as  it  should  seem, 
take  place,  and  so  Christ  Himself^,  in  Body,  Soul, 
and  Divinity,  is  in  them  of  truth,  and  raises  them, 
together  with  Himself,  to  a  glorious  immortality. 

This  Eucharistic  Presence  of  Christ,  however  real 
and  full,  fails,  it  is  true,  to  satisfy  the  desires  which 
some  frame  to  themselves ;  as  not  providing  a  present 
object  of  worship  external  to  the  human  soul.  But 
the  question  for  us  surely  is,  not  what  we  should  have 
imagined  to  ourselves  would  enter  into  the  design 
of  such  an  Ordinance;  but  what,  by  the  Institution 
and  Divine  Intent  of  Christ,  its  design  and  its  nature 
really  are,  and  were  from  the  first  conceived  to  be. 

XIII.  It  would  be  to  little  purpose,  however,  to 
have  ascertained  what  we  are  "forbidden  by  the  Ca- 
tholic Religion"  to  hold  or  practise,  as  results  of  the 
consecration  of  the  Eucharistic  Elements,  without  en- 
deavouring to  ascertain  also  the  mind  which  we  oiiffht 
to  hold  towards  such  Holy  Mysteries.  For  though 
They  be  not  Christ  Himself,  neither  is  Their  Presence 
His  Presence,  they  are  confessedly  Things  sacred  and 
mysterious  in  the  highest  degree.  The  Body  and 
Blood  of  Him  Who,  what  time  the  One  was  broken 
and  the  Otlicr  shed  for  our  Redeuiption,  was  both 
God  and  Man,  cannot,  under  any  mode  of  existence 
or  manifestation,  be  viewed  as  common  Things.  From 
that  Body  of  Christ,  though  separated  from  His  Hu- 
man Soul  by  Death,  His  Divinity  never  departed. 
It  "stood"  as  a  bond  of  mysterious  conjimctioii 
"  between  the  Dead  and  the  Living,"  between   the 

P  Comp.  S.  Dionysins,  Ep.  5 :  "  Tlic  mystery  of  Life  came  to  us 
tlirough  llis  pure,  and  incorruptible,  and  Divine  Hands,  that  the 
faithful  may  be  able  to  contain  llim,  and  to  Ijccomc  the  abode  of  God, 
receiving  Iliin  whole."  (Notes  to  Pennon  on  the  Ileal  rresenee,  p.  353.) 
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Dead  Body  and  the  Living  Soul,  or  "  tlie  plague"  of 
humanity  had  never  been  "stayed"  by  the  Resurrection. 
Tiiat  Body  was  confessedly,  even  in  Death,  Divine. 

And  Divine,  doubtless,  no  less,  are  that  Body  and 
Blood  under  their  sacramental  manner  of  existence. 
They,  too,  have  the  awful  touch  and  impress  of  the 
Divinity  of  Christ.  They,  too,  these  mystical  Parts  of 
Christ,  await  but  the  special  operation  of  that  Divinity 
to  re-unite  and  quicken  them  to  a  new  and  risen  ex- 
istence in  the  souls  of  faithful  men. 

But  how  shall  we  deem  of  them  meanwhile  ?  Though 
the  Personal  Christ,  God  and  Man,  be  not  by  conse- 
cration made  present  for  our  worship,  yet  is  there  not 
here,  it  may  reasonably  be  asked,  so  peculiar  a  Pre- 
sence of  His  Divinity,  and  of  the  Godhead  Itself,  as 
requires  that  worship  be  paid  to  It,  even  as  to  God 
sitting  upon  His  Throne  in  Heaven  ?  and  if  not,  by 
what  considerations  is  our  duty  in  the  matter  limited 
and  defined? 

In  order  to  answer  this  question  satisfactorily,  it 
will  be  necessary  to  enter  somewhat  into  the  general 
subject  of  Divine  Presence ;  to  inquire  what,  if  any- 
thing, bearing  upon  the  point  before  us,  is  revealed 
to  us. 

"  God,"  says  Hooker,  "  hath  His  influence  into 
the  very  essence  of  all  things,  without  which  influence 
of  Deity  supporting  them,  their  utter  annihilation 
could  not  choose  but  follow  .  .  .  They  are  in  Him,  as 
eff'ects  in  their  highest  cause.  He  likewise  actually  is 
in  them ;  the  assistance  and  influence  of  His  Deity  is 
their  life''."  And  again;  "Impossible  it  is  that  God 
should  withdraw  His  Piesence  from  anything,  because 
the  substance  of  God  is  infinite.     He  filleth  Heaven 

1  Hooker,  L.  E.  P.,  V.  Ivi.  5. 
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and  earth,  although  He  take  up  no  room  in  either, 
because  His  substance  is  immaterial :  .  .  .  .  He  is 
present  whole  unto  every  particular  thing '." 

But  are  we  enjoined,  or  even  permitted,  to  w^or- 
ship  all  things,  because  God  is  truly  in  them?  None 
but  the  Pantheist  affirms  this ;  nor  does  even  he  act 
upon  it.  But  lest  any  should  draw  such  a  conclusion, 
an  express  prohibition  has  been  given,  doubtless  from 
the  first,  against  worshipping  any  created  thing,  how- 
ever full  of  Deity,  even  on  the  ground  of  such  In- 
dwefiing. 

But  whither  is  our  worship  of  God  Himself  di- 
rected? Is  it  to  God  as  dwelling  and  abiding  in  all 
things,  or  to  God  as  in  Heaven  ?  Certainly  to  God 
as  in  Heaven.  The  Lord's  Prayer  alone  is  conclusive 
on  this  point.  "In  that  He  saith,  'Who  is  in  Hea- 
ven,' "  says  St.  Chrysostom",  "  He  confineth  not  God's 
Presence  to  that  place  :  but  He  saith  this  to  draw 
the  prayer  that  is  prayed  away  from  earth,  and  to  fix 
it  immoveably  on  the  places  on  high." 

Now  wherefore  is  this  ?  On  what  necessary  and 
eternal  law  is  it  founded  ? 

Among  other  things  which  Revelation  makes  known 
to  us  conccrniug  the  Divine  Nature,  is  this,  that  it 
is  capable  of  divers  kinds  or  manners  of  Presence, 
according  to  Its  Own  Will.  And  further,  that  not 
all  these  modes  of  Presence, — no,  nor  yet,  as  it  should 
seem,  any  but  the  highest  and  supreme  mode,  that 
whereby  He  dwells  in  the  Heaven  of  heavens, — draws 
towards  it,  as  a  matter  of  Divine  Will  and  Ordinance, 
the  worship  of  rational  creatures.      Wurlhi/,  howsoever 

'  Ibid  ,  Iv.  3. 

'   in  Matt.  VI.  9  ;    tl-nuv,  &  iv  rots  olpavots,  oI/k  Ik{i  -rhv  <^^)tu  auviKhtiatv, 
•AAa  T^$  "y^t  kndyoiv  jh  f{>)(6fifyoi',  Koi  tojj  v\^lr)\ols  irpuaijXwv,  tovtS  (pijat. 
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or  wheresoever  existing,  of  Divine  worship ;  never- 
theless, 7iot  as  existing  everywhere,  will  He  have  or 
allow  worship  to  be  indifferently  directed  towards  Him. 
His  Indwelling,  elsewhere  than  in  Heaven,  is  to  the 
accomplishment  of  other  pnrposes :  not  in  order  to 
that  of  directing  thither  the  worship  of  such  beings 
as  are  capable  of  offering  it. 

In  order  that  we  may  more  clearly  apprehend  this 
important  truth,  let  us  briefly  consider  some  instances 
of  this  His  Indwelling. 

First  of  all,  while  existing  everywhere,  He  yet 
dwells  by  a  purer  and  subtler  influence,  and,  as  we 
may  say,  by  a  more  intimate  Presence,  in  some  crea- 
tures than  in  others, — in  angels  than  in  men, — in  men 
than  in  the  lower  animals, — and  in  these  last,  it  should 
seem  probable,  than  in  inanimate  matter.  But  to 
His  Presence  in  none  of  these  receptacles  and  habita- 
tions does  He  enjoin  or  permit  Divine  worship  to  be 
offered.  God  dwells  in  them  to  maintain  their  being ; 
not  that,  as  dwelling  there.  He  should  be  worshipped. 

Again,  it  has  pleased  Him  on  occasion  to  dwell,  by 
intenser  localization  (so  to  speak),  in  particular  places : 
as  in  the  cherubic  *  forms  (probably)  at  the  gates  of 
Eden  after  the  Fall ;  in  the  Burning  Bush ;  in  the 
cloud  at  the  Exodus,  and  on  Mount  Sinai ;  in  the 
Tabernacle  ere  the  ark  of  the  covenant  was  made ;  on 
the  outstretched  wings  of  the  cherubim  above  the  ark, 
both  in  the  Tabernacle  and  first  Temple ;  and  behind 
the  Veil,  though  there  was  no  ark,  in  the  second 
Temple. 

What,  then,  was  the  object  of  these  peculiar  fixed 
manifestations  of  the  Divine  Presence  ?  It  was  on 
occasion,  as  at  the  Exodus  and  on  Sinai,  the  carrying 

•  See  Patrick  on  Gen.  iii.  24,  iv.  3. 


SECT.  XIII.]  INTRODUCTION  TO  PART  II.  159 

out  of  particular  purposes.  Bat  mainly,  and  in  the 
more  permanent  cases  of  Indwelling,  as  at  the  gates  of 
Eden  and  in  the  Tabernacle  and  Temple,  it  was  the 
localization,  as  it  should  seem,  of  worship,  as  regarded 
the  loor shippers, — the  marking  out  of  peculiar  spots 
where,  or  towards  which,  if  at  a  distance,  *'  men  ought  to 
worship,"  because  He  had  placed  "His  Name"  there, 
that  is,  a  peculiar  and  gracious  manifestation  of  Him- 
self, as  the  God  of  Israel ; — this,  and  the  sanctifica- 
tion,  in  the  case  of  Israel,  not  of  the  place  only,  but  of 
those  among  whom  He  was  thus  pleased  specially  to 
dwell. 

But  what  of  the  worship  itself?  Was  it  to  be  di- 
rected towards  God  as  dwelling  there  ?  We  might 
not  unnaturally  have  expected  to  find  it  so.  But  the 
direction  impressed  upon  the  devotions,  for  four  thou- 
sand years,  of  the  subjects  of  these  previous  dispensa- 
tions, proves  the  contrary.  The  Psalms  alone  are  a 
sufficient  proof  of  this.  The  localization  of  the  Pre- 
sence is  indeed  recognised  and  lived  in  as  a  boon  of 
peculiar  graciousness  ;  as  an  Indwelling  for  power  and 
for  sanctification.  "  Hear,  0  Thou  Shepherd  of  Israel : 
....  shew  Thyself  also.  Thou  that  dwellest  between 
the  Chcrubims."  But  the  same  Psalm  in  which  these 
words  are  found,  proceeds, — thus  correcting  any  mis- 
conception which  its  opening  address  might  have  given 
rise  to, — "  Look  down  from  Heaven,  behold  and  visit 
this  vine"."  The  prayer  of  Israel,  near  to  or  far  off 
from  that  local  Presence,  was  clearly  to  pass,  so  to 
speak,  right  through  it  to  the  proper  Throne  of  the 
Majesty  in  Heaven. 

But  nowhere  is  the  distinction  between  the  Pre- 
sence which  was  in  order  to  sanctification,  or  to  the 
^  Tsalm  l.\xx.  1,  14. 
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mere  steadying  of  the  thoughts  of  Israel  on  the  God 
of  Israel,  and  Tliat  which  alone  was  to  be  the  Object 
of  worship  and  prayer,  more  fully  drawn  out  than  in 
the  consecration  of  Solomon's  Temple.  God's  pro- 
mise of  "  dwelling  among  His  people"  was  then,  as 
at  other  times,  literally  fulfilled :  "  The  Glory  of  the 
Lord  filled  the  house  of  the  Lord."  And  Solomon's 
words,  "  I  have  surely  built  Thee  a  house  to  dwell  in, 
a  settled  place  for  Thee  to  abide  in  for  ever,"  give  the 
most  perfect  assurance  of  the  reality  and  enduring 
nature  of  that  Presence.  Yet  still  is  the  secondary 
character  of  It  recognised;  and  to  the  higher  and 
supreme  seat  of  the  Godhead,  and  thither  only,  the 
worship  and  the  prayer  directed.  "  But  will  God  in- 
deed dwell  on  the  earth?  Behold  the  Heavens  and 
the  Heaven  of  Heavens  cannot  contain  Thee :  how 
much  less  this  house  that  I  have  builded  ?  Yet  hearken 
Thou  when  they  shall  pray  toward  this  place;  and 
hear  Thou  in  Heaven,  Thy  dwelling -place!' 

Now  these  more  intimate  indwellings  of  God  in  the 
superior  orders  of  creatures,  and  again  these  intensi- 
fied localizations  of  His  Presence,  both  alike  found 
their  highest  and  crowning  realization  in  the  Incarna- 
tion of  Christ.  In  Him,  the  Head  of  all  spiritual  and 
rational,  and  even  of  all  material  existences,  "  the  First- 
born of  every  creature,"  "  dwelt  the  whole  fulness  of 
the  Godhead  Bodily,"  intimately  informing  and  irra- 
diating His  Soul ;  eternally  locaUzed  and  enshrined  in 
the  "  Temple  of  His  Body." 

But  even  then,  transcendent  and  complete  as  was 
this  Indwelling  of  the  Godhead,  the  question  whether 
Divine  worship  should  uniformly  and  at  all  times  be 
enjoined  towards  It,  upon  all  who  should  draw  near 
to  It,  was  still,  as  the  event  shewed,  one  of  the  things 
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"which  the  Father  had  put  in  His  Own  power."  We 
might  well  have  expected,  that  towards  God  manifest 
in  the  Flesh  the  constant  and  enjoined  attitude  of  as 
many,  at  least,  as  knew  Him  to  be  such,  would  be  that 
of  worship  and  adoration,  even  as  towards  the  Triune 
God  enthroned  in  Heaven.  But  what  do  w'e  find  to 
have  been  the  case  ?  There  is  no  instance  of  our 
Lord's  enjoining  such  worship  of  Himself,  though 
there  is  no  instance  of  His  refusing  it  when  oflered. 
And  in  His  teaching  He  ever  bade  prayer  and  wor- 
ship to  be  directed  to  His  Father  in  Heaven.  As  One 
with  Him  on  His  Throne  of  Glory, — as  "  the  Son  of 
Man  which  was  in  Heaven''," — not  as  on  earth,  did 
He  customarily  receive  the  worship  which  was  His 
due.  Nothing  is  more  certain  ;  nothing,  at  first  sight, 
more  unexpected,  and  even  astonishing. 

But  the  same  account  is  to  be  given  of  this  as  of  the 
former  cases  of  Divine  Indwelling.  The  purpose  of  It 
in  those  cases  was,  we  saw,  in  the  creatures,  for  their 
maintenance  in  being ;  in  particular  places,  for  desig- 
nation of  place,  for  honour,  and  sanctification ; — for 
these  ends,  not  to  provide  a  centre,  or  centres,  of  wor- 
ship. And  even  so  the  Indwelling  of  God  in  Christ 
in  the  days  of  His  Flesh,  although  It  might  well 
supremely  command,  and  did  accept  worship,  yet  was 
strictly,  at  that  time,  in  order  to  a  work  and  design 
then  to  be  accom[)lishcd, — the  Economy  of  Iluninn 
lledcniption.  Until  that  was  finished.  He  was  phrased, 
so  far  as  was  possible  for  Him,  to  empty  Himself  of 
His  Glory  ;  not  indeed  alienating  from  Himself — which 
could  not  be — the  attributes  of  Divinity,  but  waiviu"- 

"  St.  Jolin  iii.  13,  6  iiv  iv  r<f  olpav^.  Pearson  on  Uic  Creed,  Art. 
II.  vi. :  "The  Son  of  Man  .  .  .  after  Ilis  conception,  by  virluc  of  tlic 
liypostatical  union,  was  in  heaven."     p.  452,  Eil.  Oxf.  I9,',y.\. 

M 
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by  a  gracious  self-denial,  in  His  then  estate,  and  as 
on  earth,  (after  the  analogy  of  meaner  Indwellings  of 
Deity,)  the  worship  belonging  to  Ilim  everywhere  and 
in  all  conditions.  Not  even  after  His  Resurrection,  in 
His  glorified  and  spiritualized  Body,  does  He  depart 
from  this  law.  The  worship  is  indeed  offered  and  ac- 
cepted more  frequently,  but  still  never  enjoined.  For 
the  Glory-Throne,  whither  He  was  speeding.  He  re- 
serves both  the  sacramental  touch  and  the  full  and 
satisfying  adoration  of  His  Glorious  Body.  "  Touch 
Me  not,  for  I  am  not  yet  ascended  to  My  Father :  but 
say  unto  My  brethren,  I  ascend  to  My  Father  and  to 
your  Father,  and  to  My  God  and  your  God." 

But  there  remained  yet  one  mode  more  of  Divine 
Indwelling,  towards  which  this,  however  insurpassable, 
was,  in  one  point  of  view,  but  as  the  means  to  an  end. 
It  was  not  for  His  Own  sake  that  the  Word  had 
tabernacled  in  Flesh  and  taken  to  It  a  Human  Soul. 
That  Human  Soul  would  never  have  been  created, 
nor  the  Temple  of  that  Body  built,  but  for  other  souls 
and  bodies  that  needed  an  Illumination  and  an  In- 
dwelling of  Godhead,  which  could  no  otherwise  than 
by  such  means  be  imparted  to  them. 

The  ordained  Economy  by  which  they  w^ere  to  be- 
come the  abode  of  such  an  Indwelling  was,  that  the 
Natural  Body  of  Christ,  without  losing  Its  proper 
manner  of  existence,  should  be  capable  of,  and  enter 
upon  another.  There  was  to  be  a  Mystical  Body  of 
Christ ; — mystical,  because  not  natural ; — mysteriously 
identified  with  the  natural  Body,  yet  consisting  of 
other  members,  and  having  a  new,  though  parallel, 
organization. 

At  what  precise  period  this  Mystical  Body  began 
to  be,  we  are  not  clearly  informed.     But  there  seems 
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to  be  reason  for  supposing  that  it  was  shortly  before 
the  Eucharistic  Institution,  by  which  the  Apostles, 
already  in  a  mystery  members  of  Christ,  were  made 
to  drink  into  one  Spirit,  and  admitted  into  the  fel- 
lowship of  His  Sacrifice.  We  read  that  "  When  Jesus 
knew  that  His  hour  was  come  that  He  should  depart 
out  of  the  world  unto  the  Father,  having  loved  His 
own  that  were  in  the  world.  He  loved  them  unto  the 
end  [or  eternally]."  "  Knowing  that  the  Father  had 
given  all  things  into  His  Hands,  and  that  He  was 
come  from  God,  and  went  to  God ;"  in  order  to  take 
to  Himself  in  a  peculiar  manner  those  that  had  been 
thus  given  Him,  and  that  not  even  His  Death  might 
separate  from  Him  His  Own,  He  commenced,  we 
seem  to  be  told,  a  series  of  effective  as  well  as  pro- 
foundly significant  actions.  The  first  of  them  is  thus 
described  : — "  He  riseth  from  supper,  and  laid  aside 
His  garments,  and  took  a  towel  and  girded  Himself." 
Mystically,  (that  is,  mysteriously,)  as  it  should  seem, 
and  in  Divine  intention  and  reality,  He  took  ^'  to  Him- 
self in  this  action,  as  mystical  members,  the  disciples 
then  present,  and  also,  by  anticipation,  the  whole 
Church,  His  Budy  and  Spouse.  That  some  mysterious 
and  yet  real  change  of  condition  now  passed  upon"'  the 

r  See  Williams  on  the  Holy  Week,  pp.  392—407  :  "  Tlie  very  act  ion 
is  emblematic  of  (it  mijjht  be  added,  "  would  seem  to  have  iiuplicilly 
and  mystically  contained")  "all  the  conduct  towards  us  of  tlic  Word 
made  Flesh.  Being  found  in  fashion  as  a  man,  .  .  .  He  girded  Him- 
self, .  ,  .  He  took  hold  of  and  wrapped  around  Him,  as  a  girdle,  the 
seed  of  Abraham,  aa  He  had  said  in  His  i'roi)het,  '  As  a  girdle  cleav- 
ctli  unto  the  loins  of  a  man,  so  have  I  caused  to  cleave  unto  Me  the 
whole  Louse  of  Israel,  .  .  .  that  they  might  be  unto  Mc  for  a  people.* 
Tlius  on  the  day  of  Expiation  was  the  High-Priest  girt  with  a  hnen 
girdle;  thus  was  Christ  seen  again  by  His  beloved  disciple  'girt 
about  with  a  golden  girdle,'  our  great  lligh-l'ricst."    ]>.  :VJk 

•  Williams  (Holy  Week,  p.  400,)  remarks  upon  the  dillicully  of  the 
passage ;  which  indeed  seems  absolutely  to  requiic  the  view  given  in 
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Apostles  is  clear  from  His  declaration  to  St.  Peter 
when  He  proceeded  to  wash  their  feet,  that  they  had 
been  altogether  "washed""  and  made  pure,  and 
needed  not  save  to  wash  their  feet.  They  had  been 
in  the  eternal  purpose  of  God,  and  now  mystically, 
by  His  action,  cleansed  through  His  Incarnation  and 
Passion.  This  washing  of  their  feet  would  seem  to 
have  been  at  once  the  sealing  or  conveyance  to  them 
severally  of  their  baptismal  portion  in  Him,  and  also^ 
a  preparatory  cleansing  for  the  reception  of  the  Eu- 
charistic  ^Mysteries  which  would  complete  their  po- 
sition in  Him.  To  this  series  of  mystical  actions 
St.  Paul  seems  clearly  to  allude,  when  he  says  that 
**  Christ  loved  the  Church,  and  gave  Himself  up  for 
it  that  He  might  sanctify  it  by  the  washing  (or  laver) 
of  water  through  the  word,  that  He  might  present 
the  Church  unto  Himself  glorious,  not  having  spot  or 
wrinkle,  or  any  such  thing,  but  that  it  might  be  holy 
and  without  blemish ''." 

All  this,  though  needing  to  be  ratified  and  con- 
summated by  the  Descent  of  the  Holy  Ghost  on  the 

the  text.  So  St.  Augustine  says,  "  This  expression  proves  that  they 
■were  already  baptized  in  Christ's  Passion."  And  Bede,  "  This  washing 
signifies  not  that  of  Baptism,  but  that  daily  washing  which  we  all  re- 
quire for  daily  offences  after  Baptism." 

'  "  He  that  is  clean,"  (washed  as  in  a  bath,  XeXovfj-euos)  "  needeth 
not  save  to  wash  his  feet,  but  is  clean"  (pure,  Ka9ap6s,)  "  every  whit : 
and  ye  are  clean,"  (pure,)  "  but  not  all." 

*•  "  Some  suppose  it  to  intimate  that  repentance  and  absolution  which 
is  necessary  before  partaking  of  the  Holy  Eucharist,"  (and  which  the 
Church  has  provided  pubUcly  or  privately,  or  botli)  ;  "  and  the  occasion 
seems  strongly  to  support  this  inference."     Williams,  ibid. 

=  Eph.  V.  25,  26.  That  St.  Paul  is  referring  to  some  particular  time 
and  action,  appears  from  the  tenses  Tiydw-na-e,  TrapeSecKev,  (compare  Eph. 
V.  2).  The  marginal  references  in  Bp.  Lloyd's  edition  are  to  St.  John 
XV.  3,  and  thence  to  xiii.  10;  thus  recognising  the  connection  of  the 
passage  with  these  actions  of  our  Lord. 
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Day  of  Pentecost,  the  proper  Birthday  of  the  Mystical 
Body,  (since  not  till  then  coidd  the  grace  of  His  Re- 
surrection and  Ascension,  as  past,  be  imparted,)  would 
yet  seem  to  exhibit,  in  its  first  stage,  the  essential  and 
as  it  were  embryo  formation  of  that  Body.  From 
that  time  began  a  neto  order  of  he'vng,  having  its  own 
special  facts  and  ])henomena.  There  had  begun  to 
be,  and  there  was  henceforth,  not  only  a  Natural  and 
Personal  Christ,  God  and  Man,  "  Who  truly  suffered, 
was  crucified,  dead  and  buried,  to  reconcile  His 
Father  to  us,  and  to  be  a  sacrifice  not  only  for 
original  guilt,  but  also  for  the  actual  sins  of  men  ^ ;" 
"  Who  did  truly  rise  again  from  death,  and  took 
again  His  Body,  with  Flesh,  Bones,  and  all  things 
appertaining  to  the  perfection  of  man's  nature,  where- 
with He  ascended  into  Heaven,  and  there  sitteth  until 
He  return  to  judge  all  men  at  the  last  day" ;"  not  only 
such  a  Christ  as  This,  "  treading  the  wine-press  alone," 
in  His  Death,  "  while  of  the  people,"  as  touching  the 
virtue  of  that  Sacrifice,  there  were  "  none  with  Him," 
and  "  travelling,"  in  His  Resurrection  and  Ascension, 
"  in  the  greatness  of  His  Own  strength ;" — but  also 
a  Mystical  Body  of  Christ,  identified  w^ith  the  Per- 
sonal, and  made  in  all  things  in  its  degree  like  unto 
Him,  and  sharing  the  grace  of  all  His  actions.  A 
Mystical  Body,  whose  members  (as  St.  Paul  accord- 
ingly assures  us)  were  crucified '^  with  Him  and  in 

"  Article  II. 

'  Article  IV. 

'  Gal.  ii.  20,  "I  have  been  cnicificd  with  Christ,"  (xpiffrcf  ffwt- 
araipwuai) ;  V.  24,  " They  that  arc  Christ's  crucified  the  flesh,"  {iarav- 
poiaav,  i.e.  cither  on  the  Cross  or  in  Baptism);  vi.  14,  "I  have  been 
crucified,  by  the  Cross,  or  by  Christ,"  (5»'  ol).  Rom.  vi.  0,  "  Our  old 
man  was  crucified,  or  hath  been  crucified,  with  Ilim,"  {<Twf<rravpwOr)). 
In  all  these  places,  our  "Version  has  greatly  obscured  tlie  mystical  fact 
described. 
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Ilim  upon  the  Cross,  dicd*^  with  ITini  in  His  Death, 
wore  bnricd^  with  Ilini  in  Mis  Burial,  with  Him 
descended '  into  Hell,  rose  ^  again  from  the  dead,  and 
ascended'  up  to  sit  with  Him  in  the  heavenly  places. 
Into  the  mysterious  framework  of  that  Body,  under 
this,  Its  new  manner  of  being,  would  men  be  hence- 
forth ingrafted,  by  a  real  incorporation  ™  ;  being  made 
in  Baptism  of  That  Bone,  and  of  Tiiat  Flesh. 

Upon  that  its  new  and  mystical  manner  of  being, 
moreover,  would  the  natural  Body  and  Blood  of 
Christ,  as  at  the  first  broken  and  shed  upon  the 
Cross,  have  an  unceasing  capacity  for  entering,  so 
long  as  the  earthly  economy  of  the  Church  should 
last,  thus  "  shewing  forth  His  Death  till  He  came  :" 
and  upon  it  They  would  enter,  whensoever  the  ordained 
imitation  of  His  Eucharistic  Action  should  be  duly 
performed.  And  thus,  as  by  Baptism  in  the  first  in- 
stance, so  by  Eucharistic  participation  more  intimately 
still,  and  to  yet  further  purposes,  would  there  come  to 

^  Rom.  vi.  8,  "If  we  died  with  Christ,"  (aTreedvonev  ali' XpKXTc^) ; 
vii.  4,  "  Ye  were  put  to  death  in  reference  to  the  law  (ieafardevrf) 
through  (or  in,  Sii)  the  Body  of  Christ."  Col.  ii.  20,  "  If  ye  died 
(d7r60ai/eT6)  with  Christ ;"  iii.  3,  "  For  ye  died,  and  your  life  has  been 
hidden  or  treasured  up  {KeKpvn-Tai)  with  Christ." 

'■  Rom.  vi.  4,  "We  were  buried  with  Him  {awiTarprtiiiv  avTCf)  by 
that  Baptism  of  ours  into  His  death."     Col.  ii.  12. 

'  See  Eph.  iv.  9,  where  the  Descent  into  HeU  is  dwelt  on  in  a  pas- 
sage certainly  referring  to  the  Mystical  (comp.  v.  4, 13,  16,)  as  well  as 
to  the  Personal  Body  of  Christ. 

■'  B.om.  vi.  5,  8,  where  "  we  shall  be  conformed  {ffvfx<f>vToi)  to  His 
resurrection ;"  and  again,  "  we  shaU  live  with  Him,"  refer  not  to  the 
future  state,  but  to  that  of  grace  in  this  life,  Eph.  ii.  5.  Col.  iii.  1,  "If 
then  ye  rose  {(Tvveyipet\Ti)  with  Christ." 

'  Eph.  ii.  6,  "Made  us  sit  together"  {cTweKa.ei(Tfv). 

"  Hooker  obsei-ves  (V.  Ivi.  7,)  that  the  Mystical  Body  seems  to  be 
actually  called  "Christ"  in  1  Cor.  xii.  12:  "He  and  they  (the  mysti- 
cal society)  having  in  that  respect  but  one  name."  See  above,  p.  23, 
note  I. 
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be  a  real  Indwelling  of  Christ  after  this  His  new- 
manner  of  being  in  Man  and  in  the  Church;  and  not 
of  Christ  only  but  also  of  the  Triune  Godhead  °.  And 
the  purpose  of  that  mystical  "  setting  forth  "  of  the 
Body  and  Blood,  as  of  the  subsequent  Indwelling, 
would  clearly  be,  not  to  produce  an  object  of  worship, 
but  to  carry  out  the  practical  ends  of  the  presentation 
and  pleading  of  the  One  Sacrifice  ; — of  the  sanctifica- 
tion  of  men,  and  of  the  presentation  of  them  and  of 
the  whole  Church  as  an  acceptable  sacrifice  to  God. 

Now  these  considerations  throw  great  light  upon 
the  whole  question  of  Divine  worship  or  adoration 
proper;  and  of  the  existence,  short  of  that,  of  an 
ordained  attitude  of  mind  in  reference  to  the  Divine 
Presence.  Corresponding  to  the  varying  degrees  or 
modes  of  that  Presence,  there  must  be,  by  the  very 
nature  of  the  case,  suitable  correlatives  in  luiniau 
duty.  And  we  obtain  this  clear  and  leading  distinc- 
tion, that,  besides  that  feeling  and  action  which  is 
due  to  the  Majesty  of  God  as  enthroned  in  Heaven, 
or  what  we  may  distinguish  as  the  Majestic  Presence 
of  God ;  there  is  another  degree  or  mode  both  of 
affection  and  gesture,  which  we  are  to  hold  towards 
other  and  secondary  modes  of  the  Divine  Presence. 
The  former  of  these  is  propei'ly,  and  in  the  highest 
and  strictest  sense.  Worship  or  Adoration  ;  the  latter 
comes  short,  in  different  degrees,  of  Worship,  and  is 
fitly  termed  Reverence  °. 

-  St.  Jolin  xiv.  10,  20,  23. 

"  So  Bp.  Poynct,  (1557,)  after  expressing  his  belief  tli;it  llic  Body 
and  Blood  of  Cliri.st  is  produeed  by  consecration  of  tlic  Bread  and 
Winc:  "It  is  worth  while  to  observe  that  the  ancients,  when  si)e!ikiiig 
of  the  Sacraments,  used  various  terms,  such  as  honouring,  venerating, 
adoring,  by  which  they  meant  to  signify  some  other  honour  or  reverence 
suitable  to  sacred  things,  as  well  as  that  worship  prescribed  by  God 
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And  these  are  no  fine -drawn  distinctions  of  the 
brain,  but  enter  instinctively  into  the  theory  and 
the  practice,  the  nomenclature  and  the  action,  of  all 
true  reliji;ion.  We  revere?ice  the  Presence  of  God  as 
filling  all  space,  and  as  penetrating  all  being;  we  re- 
verence It  in  various  degrees  as  It  exists  with  more 
excellent  manifestation  than  ordinary  in  spiritual  and 
rational  creatures ;  nay,  we  cannot  without  reverential 
awe  contemplate  the  mystery  of  ii/e  even  in  the  lower 
animals.  We  reverence  It,  again,  as  dwelling  in 
places  of  Its  peculiar  abode,  in  "  houses  of  prayer, 
holiness,  and  of  benediction  ^ ;"  in  the  Mystical  Body 
of  Christ,  and  the  members  thereof.  We  revere?ice 
the  Godhead  as  present  in  all  these  various  recipients ; 
but  we  WORSHIP  God  in  Heaven. 

And  so  as  to  the  point  which  has  given  rise  to  this 
inquiry  concerning  Presence.  The  Body  and  Blood 
of  Christ,  present  (according  to  the  mysterious  mode 
of  His  existence)  on  the  altars  of  the  Church,  do  in- 
deed carry  with  them  an  especial  Presence  of  His  Di- 
vinity, else  would  they  not  be  what  they  are.  But  this 
in  nowise  enforces  proper  worship,  as  distinguished 
from  reverence,  either  of  Them  or  of  the  Divine  Pre- 
sence attaching  to  Them.  Nay  more,  except  there 
were  a  special  revelation  from  Heaven  to  that  effect, 

when  He  says,  '  Thou  shalt  worship  the  Lord  thy  God,  aud  Him  only 
shalt  thou  serve.'  So  that  a  double  worship  is  here  defined :  one,  that 
which  we  pay  to  God ;  the  other,  that  which  we  give  to  signs  aud  divine 
mysteries,  according  to  the  saying,  Worship  His  footstool ;  which  some 
understand  of  the  ark  of  His  covenant,  others  of  the  Humanity  of 
Clirist."  Further  on,  he  seems  disposed  to  concede  the  proper  adora- 
tion of  the  Eucharistic  elements,  by  reason  of  the  Divinity  to  which  it 
was  united.  See  Treatise  on  the  Eucharist,  in  Dr.  Wright's  "Real 
Presence,"  Part  I.  (1855),  pp.  21—24. 

p  Coptic  Liturgy  of  St.  Basil,  Prayer  of  Incense,  (Neale,  Gen.  Litrod., 
p.  395). 
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which  none  can  shew,  we  are  forbidden  by  the  analogy 
of  the  whole  Economy  of  religion  from  the  beginning, 
to  direct  our  worship  thither.  The  Throne  of  the 
Triune  Deity,  the  Majestic  Presence  of  God,  towards 
which  the  worship  of  all  creatures  should  ascend,  is 
still  in  Heaven,,  and  not  here. 

Yet  does  this,  in  common  with  all  other  special 
instances  of  Divine  Presence  in  holy  places,  in  holy 
beings,  in  the  Scriptures,  in  the  other  Sacrament,  in 
the  ]\Iystical  Body  the  Church,  and  in  its  members, — 
and,  it  may  be  in  a  higher  degree  than  His  Presence 
in  any  of  these,  claim  and  demand  the  most  profound 
and  intense  Reverence.  The  mode  of  exhibiting  that 
Reverence  will  differ  in  various  persons  and  countries  ; 
nor  will  it  always,  to  the  outward  eye,  be  distinguish- 
able from  proper  Worship:  a  matter  in  which  we  must 
not  be  hasty  to  judge  our  brother.  But  Christian 
duty  demands,  we  need  not  hesitate  to  say,  that  the 
distinction  be  mentally  and  really  entertained  ;  that 
while  our  utmost  Reverence  is  directed  towards  the 
Holy  Body  and  Blood,  witnessed  to  as  present  by  the 
visible  symbols,  and  discerned  as  such  with  the  spiri- 
tual eye,  and  hand,  and  mouth  of  the  soul,  we  never- 
theless direct  no  thought  or  act  of  proper  Worship 
thither,  but  "  lift  up  our  hearts  with  our  hands,"  even 
at  that  mysterious  hour,  to  Christ  "  set  down  upon  His 
Father's  throne'',"  and  "to  God  in  the  Heavens ^" 

XIV.  It  only  remains  to  shew  that  the  Church 
throughout  the  world,  down  to  the  period  of  the  un- 
happy change  of  doctrine  in  the  Western  Church  in 
the  eleventh  and  twelfth  centuries,  never  worsliipped 
cither  the  consecnited  J'llenients  on  account  of  their 
being  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ,  or  the  Presence 

•i  Kcv.  iii.  21.  '  Liunciit.  iii.  41. 
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of  tliat  Body  and  Blood ;  nor,  again,  either  Christ 
Himself  as  supernaturally  present  by  consecration, 
or  the  Presence  of  Ilis  Divinity;  neither  have  the 
Churches  of  God  to  this  hour,  with  the  exception  of 
tliose  of  the  Roman  obedience,  any  such  custom.  This 
may  be  very  easily  demonstrated.  It  vi'ill  be  clearly 
understood  that  we  speak  now  of  true  and  proper 
v:orship,  such  as  is  otherwise  accorded  only  to  the 
Majestical  Presence  of  God  in  Heaven.  The  distinc- 
tion between  this  and  Reverence  even  of  the  most 
intense  character,  which  no  Church  ever  refused  to 
the  Eucharistic  Presence  of  Christ's  Body  and  Blood, 
has  been  shewn  to  be  substantive  and  important. 

Now  it  has  been  before  pointed  out  ^,  that  for  the 
determination  of  Eucharistic  questions,  the  ancient 
Liturgies  are  more  weighty  and  trustworthy  than  ec- 
clesiastical writers.  What,  then,  is  their  testimony 
on  this  point?  Nothing  can  be  more  unequivocal, 
nothing  more  unanimous.  And  be  it  observed,  that 
their  testimony  on  a  point  of  this  kind  is  beyond 
suspicion ;  since  there  w^as  confessedly  a  tendency, 
as  time  went  on,  in  the  Churches  to  which  these 
Liturgies  belong,  to  add  to,  rather  than  to  diminish 
in  the  slightest  degree,  the  reverence  and  awe  with 
which  the  entire  Rite,  and  especially  the  consecrated 
Elements  were  viewed.  Whatever  aspect  they  ex- 
hibit, therefore,  in  that  form  which  they  had  acquired 
by  about  the  sixth  or  seventh  century,  and  still  re- 
tain, is  likely  to  be  an  intensification  rather  than  a 
relaxation  of  the  earlier  mind  in  point  of  reverent 
expression  towards  the  Elements. 

What,  then,  took  place  on  the  consecration  of  the 
Elements,  according  to  the  Liturgies  of  all  Churches 

•  Above,  p.  30. 
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tliroiighout  the  world  for  nearly  twelve  hundred  years, 
and  until  a  confessed '  alteration  was  made  in  one  of 
them  ?  What  takes  place  still,  according  to  all  Litur- 
gies, and  in  all  Churches,  wdth  that  single  exception. 

Now  it  is  clear,  that  if  upon  consecration  a  pro- 
per Object  of  Divine  worship  is  forthwith  present, 
and  demands  and  exacts  such  worship  without  fail ; 
if  it  be  so,  that  the  Majestical  Throne  of  God  is  for 
the  time  transferred  to  the  altar  of  the  Church,  or  that 
the  altar  becomes  His  Majestical  Throne;  then  of  ne- 
cessity must  real  worship  be  from  that  moment  obli- 
gatory :  nor  could  any  feature  be  more  indispensable, 
or  more  universal,  than  a  provision  for  such  imme- 
diate worship.  Bat  not  only  is  such  a  provision  not 
universal,  but  there  is  not,  it  is  confessed  on  all  hands, 
a  single  Liturgy  in  the  world  that,  within  the  period 
specified,  contains  such  a  direction  for  the  faintest 
gesture  of  worship  to  be  offered  to  the  Elements  im- 
mediately on  their  consecration. 

And  if  no  proper  worship  took  place  at  this  junc- 
ture in  the  Office,  this  is  decisive  of  the  whole  ques- 
tion. It  is  to  no  purpose  to  allege,  that  at  a  later 
stage  of  the  Office  the  Eastern  Churches  express  the 
most  intense  reverence,  and  use  gestures  of  actual 
worship,  and  to  claiui  this  as  an  act  of  adoration  of 
the  Elements  as  God  Almighty.  If  that  which  is 
upon  the  Altar  after  consecration  challenges  Divine 
worship  at  all,  it  does  so  from  the  moment  of  con- 
secration :   the  lapse  of  time  cannot   make  it  more 

•  "L'ti  onirics  inter  Catliolicos  eruditi  faloiii ur, /jW  Bomigarii  hfP- 
regiam  ritu.s  in  Calliolicfi  lloniana  Ecclcsia  invaluit,  scilicet  ]Ktst  Con- 
srcrationcin  dcvarc  Ilostiam  et  Caliccm,  ut  a  populo  adorctur  Coipns 
et  Sanguis  Domini."  Muratori,  De  Rcbu.s  Liturgicis,  c.  xix.  p.  227. 
And  again,  "  Adorationi.s  ritus,  post  annum  Ciiristi  MC.  invcctus."  See 
above  p.  5G,  note  a,  and  p.  87. 
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adorable  than  it  is ;  nor  can  tlicy  be  justified  who 
withhold  that  worship  for  an  instant.  The  Church  of 
Rome  wholly  accepts  this  theory,  and  acts  upon  it.  In 
vain,  therefore,  is  the  least  shadow  of  countenance  for 
the  proper  worship  either  of  the  Elements  or  of  a 
Eucharistic  Presence,  sought  for  from  any  degree  of 
reverence  which  was  anciently  rendered,  or  is  ren- 
dered to  this  day,  some  time  after  the  consecration  has 
been  completed.  And  in  all  ancient  Liturgies  it  is 
some  time  after  that  event,  in  many  cases  a  very  long 
time  after  it,  that  a  special  act  of  worship  is  enjoined. 
In  the  Liturgies  of  the  East  from  about  the  third  or 
fourth  century,  prayers  and  intercessions  of  very  great 
length  (occupying  from  five  to  twelve  or  thirteen 
columns  in  the  printed  editions")  intervene  between 
the  consecration  and  the  "Prayer  of  bowing  down," 
at  which  the  solemn  prostration  referred  to  takes 
place.  The  same  was  anciently  the  case,  only  that 
the  interval  was  shorter,  in  all  the  Liturgies  of  the 
"West,  the  Roman  included.  Li  the  Roman,  as  ori- 
ginally constituted,  the  celebrant  makes  a  profound 
"act  of  bowing  down^,"  as  in  the  Eastern  rites,  but 
not  until  some  time  after  the  consecration ;  and  this, 
in  all  probability,  was  accompanied  by  the  same  on 
the  part  of  the  people. 

Nor  can  anything  exceed  the  intensity  of  the  acts, 
call  them  of  worship,  of  reverence,  or  of  humihation, 
which  were  made  at  this  point  of  the  Office  in  all 
Liturgies.     In  some  the  rubric  prescribes — in  all,  the 

"  See,  for  example,  Neale's  Tetralogia,  containing  the  Greek  St. 
James',  St.  Chrysostom's,  and  St.  Mark's  Liturgies,  pp.  139 — 169,  or  his 
General  Introduction,  pp.  570 — 630. 

^  "Profunde  inclinatus,  junctis  manibus,  et  super  altare  positis." 
Missale  Rom.  "  Corpore  iuclinato,  et  cancellatis  raanibus,"  (Sarum, 
Ebor.),  "incliaat  se  devote  ad  altare,"  (Herford.) 
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language  used  bespeaks — the  most  profound  prostra- 
tion of  body  and  mind.  "  The  Priest  prostrates  him- 
self, and  so  do  those  who  are  present,"  says  the  Ar- 
menian. "All  fall  on  their  faces,"  the  Coptic,  or  old 
Egyptian.  "Here  the  Priest  with  body  profoundly 
inclined,"  the  Roman.  "  With  body  inclined  and 
arms  clasped,"  say  the  English  Uses.  "  With  the 
fear  of  God,"  says  St.  Mark's.  "  Let  us  fix  our  minds 
on  God  with  fear,"  the  Coptic,  "  Let  us  attend,"  St. 
Basil  and  St.  Chrysostom.  "  Let  us  bow  our  heads 
to  the  Lord,"  or  "  to  Jesus,"  say  the  Eastern  Rites. 
"Humbly  bow  down  your  heads,  or  yourselves,"  said 
all  the  West  ^ 

Now  let  us  allow  for  a  moment,  for  supposition's 
sake,  that  all  this  intensity  of  worship  was  directed 
towards  the  Elements,  or  towards  a  worshippable  Pre- 
sence of  Christ,  resulting  from  their  consecration.  In 
this  case  we  are  asked  to  believe  that  the  Church  of 
God  for  twelve  hundred  years  knew  that  a  Presence 
of  God,  or  of  Christ,  absolutely  demanding  Divine 
worship,  was  upon  her  Altars,  and  yet  deferred  to  pay 
that  worship  until  a  late  stage  of  her  service.  This  is 
simply  and  absolutely  incredible. 

But  the  truth  is,  as  appears  on  the  slightest  exami- 
nation, that  the  devout  prostration  and  adoration,  which 
thus  took  place,  was  not  addressed  to  the  Elements, 
or  to  any  Presence  of  God  or  of  Christ  on  earth.  It 
was,  so  far  as  it  found  utterance  in  words  at  all,  ex- 
pressly directed  to  God,  or  to  Christ,  in  Heaven: 
wliilc  its  peculiarly  profound  character,  and  its  out- 
ward gesture,  were  manifestly  dictated  by  a  sense  of 


'  The  Mozarabic  still  hsia  "humiliate  vos  bcnodictioui"  as  a  constant 
feature ;  as  had  the  Roman  and  English  during  Lent. 
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awe  ill  the  prospect  of  iiii mediate  reception  of  the 
awful  Gifts,  and  through  Them  of  Christ  Himself. 

In  the  first  place,  this  "  Prayer  of  bowing  of  the 
head,"  and  this  profound  prostration,  fake  place  he- 
fore  the  elevation,  (the  real  intention  of  which  will  be 
considered  presently).  This  alone  entirely  differen- 
tiates the  action  from  the  novel  Western  elevation  and 
worship  immediately  after  the  consecration,  with  which 
it  has  been  usual  to  assume  its  identity  or  close  re- 
semblance. It  is  clear  even  from  hence  that  it  is  not 
directed  towards  the  Elements  at  all.  But  next,  the 
exhortation  to  the  action  is,  "  Let  us  bow  our  heads 
to  the  Lord,"  or  "  to  Jesus."  And  lohither  the  prayer 
was  directed,  the  Liturgy  of  St.  Chrysostom,  the  pre- 
sent Greek  rite,  plainly  declares :  "  Hear  us,  0  Lord 
Jesus  Christ,  our  God,  out  of  Thy  Holy  Dwelling- 
place,  and  from  the  throne  of  the  glory  of  Thy  King- 
dom, and  come  and  sanctify  us ;  Tlioii  that  sittest  above 
with  the  Father,  and  here  unseen  art  present  with  us ; 
and  co7ne  andy/ye  us  to  partake  of  Thy  spotless  Body 
and  precious  Blood."  Nothing  could  more  distinctly 
exhibit  the  mind  of  the  Eastern  Church  in  reference 
to  the  nature  and  degree  of  our  Blessed  Lord's  inter- 
vention and  Presence  in  the  Eucharistic  Rite,  than 
this  prayer.  He  is  addressed  as  in  Heaven,  on  the 
Throne  of  His  glory  j  He  is  prayed  to  come  and 
give  the  worshippers  of  His  Own  Body  and  Blood, 
then  lying  mysteriously  on  the  altar.  They  are  not 
deemed  to  be  Christ  Himself;  They  are  clearly  dis- 
tinguished from  Him.  Yet  all  the  time  He  is  be- 
lieved to  be  invisibly  present :  doubtless  in  that  man- 
ner and  sense  in  which  He  is  present  by  His  Divinity 
in  all  the  ordinances  of  His  Church  ;  not  in  a  peculiar 
manner,  as  the  effect  of  the  consecration  of  the  Ele- 
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nients.  Both  He  Himself,  as  thus  present,  and  His 
Body  and  Blood  as  sacramentally  so,  are  recognised 
and  reverenced ;  but  as  in  Heaven,  and  as  there  only, 
is  He  worshipped. 

And  that  the  peculiar  and  intense  humiliation  and 
awe  expressed  at  this  time  arose  from  the  prospect  of 
recejjfion  of  the  Gifts  is  clear  from  the  contents  of  the 
accompanying  prayers,  (as,  for  example,  St.  Chryso- 
stom's  just  quoted) ;  and  from  hence,  that  all  that 
follows,  in  all  the  Liturgies,  is  by  way  of  prepara- 
tion for  reception. 

There  is  one  striking  action  more  especially — an- 
ciently common,  as  it  should  seem,  to  all  Liturgies, 
though  it  has  now  disappeared  from  some,  and  is  pro- 
bably misconceived  in  all, — wdiich  tends  to  invest  the 
reception  with  a  very  awful  character,  and  to  explain 
yet  further  the  deep  reverence  here  expressed.  It  is 
the  "  elevation"  already  referred  to.  The  Elements, 
one  or  both'',  were  lifted  iqj  towards  Heaven  with 
mysterious  w'ords,  desiring  that  they  might  be  re- 
ceived up  to  God's  heavenly  and  spiritual  altar.  The 
words  generally  used  in  the  East,  and  which  we  find 
also  in  one  Western  Office,  the  Spanish,  were,  "  The 
Holy  (Things)  are  lifted  up  to  the  Holy  (Places)  ^" 
This  desire  was  sometimes  most  distinctly  expressed 
in  the  "  Prayer  of  bowing  down ;"  as,  for  example,  in 
the  Roman, — "We  suppliantly  beseech  Thee,  Almighty 
God,  command  these  Things  to  be  carried  up  by  the 

*  Tlic  Bread  only  was  actually  lifted  in  the  Liturgies  of  St.  James 
(Syriac),  St.  Basil,  St.  Clirys.,  the  Armenian,  Coptic  St.  Basil,  Roman, 
English,  Mozarabic.  But  in  St.  James'  (Greek)  it  is  the  "Gifis;"  and 
in  all  they  are  named  in  the  plural  in  the  accompanying  prayer ; 
"hffic"  (Rom.,  Sarum,  &c.,)  i.e.  the  Bread  and  Cup. 

*  ri  fiyia  to?}  'Avion.  That  this  is  the  real  intention  of  these  words 
is  shewn  at  large  below,  Bart  II.  cii.  ii. 
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Hands  of  Tliy  lioly  Angel  to  Thy  Celestial  Altar  in 
the  sight  of  Thy  Divine  Majesty\"  This,  which  occurs 
also,  only  a  little  earlier,  in  St.  Mark's  Liturgy,  is  to 
the  same  effect  as  St.  Chrysostoni's  "  Prayer  of  bowing 
down,"  namely,  for  profitable  rece[)tion  :  but  it  speci- 
fies more  distinctly  the  idea  of  the  Gifts  being  mys- 
tically carried  up  to  the  Heavenly  altar. 

The  rationale  of  this  rite  (derived  visil)ly  from  the 
Jewish  "  heaving"  of  the  peace-offerings ")  is  manifest 
from  what  follows  in  the  Koman  form  more  espe- 
cially ;  namely,  "  that  as  many  of  us  as  by  this  par- 
ticipation of  the  altar,  shall  have  received  the  most 
Holy  Body  and  Blood  of  Thy  Son,  may  be  fulfilled 
with  all  celestial  benediction ;  through  the  Same 
Christ  our  Lord,  by  Whom,"  (so  it  no  doubt  anciently 
proceeded,  though  the  memento  of  the  departed  is  now 
interposed,)  "  0  Lord,  Thou  ever  Greatest  these  good 
things,  sanctifiest,  quickenest,  blessest,  and  givest 
them  to  US:"  after  which  follows  the  "hfting  up" 
itself,  with  the  Lord's  Prayer  for  right  reception,  and 
for  freedom  from  all  evil.  The  idea  is  that  the  Body 
and  Blood  of  Christ,  mysteriously  exhibited  here  on 
earth,  may  by  contact  with  the  Heavenly  Altar,  on 
which  Christ  Himself  is  ever  mysteriously  presented"^, — ■ 
Himself  as  Victim  offered  by  Himself  as  Priest, — be  ful- 
filled with  celestial  efficacy ;  may  partake  of  the  virtue 
and  glory  of  that  Sacrifice,  not  only  as  it  was  offered 
at  the  first,  but  as  It  is  in  Heaven,  having  received 

''  No  commentator  on  the  Roman  ritual  has  manifested  the  slightest 
perception  of  the  real  design  of  this  prayer,  or  of  the  action  of  lifting 
up,  -which  follows  it.  Pope  Innocent  III.  declared  it  to  be  too  pro- 
found for  explanation.  Bona  refers  it  to  the  prayers  of  the  faitliful,  which 
are  "hfted  up ;"  as  did  our  Revisers  of  1549. 

'  Bona  recognises  this,  Rer.  Lit.,  P.  ii.  in  loo. 

^  "  A  Lamb,  as  it  had  been  slain."     Rev.  v.  6. 
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celestial  ratification  by  being  carried  up  into  the  Holy 
of  Holies.  It  is,  in  truth,  a  further  instance  of  that 
representation  of  Christ's  own  actions,  of  which  we 
have  before  spoken  : — not  necessary  ^,  that  we  have 
any  reason  for  believing,  to  the  validity  of  the  Rite, 
but  full  of  beautiful  propriety  and  significance,  It  de- 
signs to  place  the  Things  consecrated  on  earth  on  a 
par  with  the  glorious  and  complete  Reality  in  Heaven. 
It  seeks,  on  behalf  of  the  mystic  Sacrificial  Gifts, 
the  grace  inherent  in  the  original,  meritorious,  ever- 
abiding  Sacrifice. 

And  we  can  now  perceive  the  utmost  fitness  in  the 
act  of  humiliation  and  reverential  awe  with  which 
Priest  and  people  accompanied  this  sublimely  sym- 
bolical action  in  all  Liturgies  throughout  the  world. 
AVhatcver  it  actually  effected  or  did  not  effect,  it 
brought  before  them  all  the  awfulness  of  reception. 
It  exhibited,  first  of  all,  the  Elements  as  no  other- 
wise acquiring  the  fulness  of  their  mysterious  effic  cy 
than  by  some  real  contact  with  the  Very  Sacrifice 
of  Christ  in  Heaven  ;  and  next,  it  spoke  plainly  of 
a  desire  to  be  themselves,  by  the  participation  of 
the  Gifts,  lifted  up,  and  laid  for  acceptance,  in  body, 
soul,  and  spirit,  as  a  reasonable  and  accepted  sacrifice, 
on  the  "  heavenly  and  spiritual  altar,"  before  the  im- 
mediate Presence  of  God  Himself. 

Such  is  the  true  explanation  of  this  profoundly 
reverential  action,  practised  to  this  day  throughout 
the   East,  and   anciently  universal :  an   action  which 

*  Tliis  view  clcirs  \\\t  tlic  dilliculty  witli  wliicli  CalKisila.s  pressed 
llic  LatiiLs  at,  the  council  of  Flurcncc,  represent iiit^  tiiat  this  prayer 
was  incomiiatible  with  the  idea  of  consecration  beinf,'  efTeeted  by  liic 
words  of  Institution;  lhouf,'h,  indeed,  whatever  dilliculty  there  is 
presses  equally  ou  the  Greek  rite  as  on  the  Roman. 

N 
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has  not  unnaturally  been  supposed,  on  a  superficial 
view,  to  express  adoration  of  the  Elements ;  though 
we  see  that,  on  examination,  there  is  not  the  slightest 
pretext  for  so  understanding  it.  The  utmost  that  can 
be  said  is,  that  the  peculiar  sacramental  and  mystical 
Presence  of  Christ  Himself,  now  about  to  take  place 
in  the  souls  of  the  faithful,  and  as  it  were  drawing 
nigh  to  them,  is  as  such,  and  in  Its  awful  approach, 
adored. 

It  is  almost  superfluous  to  observe,  that  the  self-same 
Liturgies  which  are  thus  devoid  of  any  proper  worship 
either  of  the  Elements,  or  of  the  Body  and  Blood  of 
Christ,  or  of  God  or  Christ  as  locally  enshrined  and 
present, — do  nevertheless  set  the  highest  example  of 
most  profound  and  intense  reverence.  The  whole 
action  which  we  have  now  been  investigating  is  con- 
fessedly of  this  character.  And  besides  this,  such  re- 
verence finds  expression,  as  is  well  known,  in  a  variety 
of  ways.  More  especially  when  (whether  at  the  first 
Oblation,  as  in  the  West,  or  after  the  recital  of  the  In- 
stitution, as  in  the  East,)  the  consecrating  power  of  the 
Holy  Spirit  is  invoked  or  desired,  a  sense  of  the  reality 
of  His  expected  operation  is  expressed  by  bowing 
the  head^,  kneehng^  prostration',  and  other  tokens ^ 

8  St.  James,  both  Greek  and  Syriac,  (Neale,  Gen.  Introd.,  p.  371 ; 
Renaudot,  t.  ii.  p.  31,)  Roman,  Milanese,  and  English  Uses  "  incliuatus :" 
("inclinato  corpora  et  capite,"  Sar.)  And  so  the  Mozarabic  (Neale, 
Tetral.,  p.  62) ;  and  doubtless  the  Gallican,  whose  rubrics  are  lost. 

••  St.  Basil  and  St.  Chrysostom  :  "Both  adore  thrice  before  the  Holy 
Table,  praying  secretly  and  saying,  '  God  be  merciful  to  me  a  sinner.' " 

'  Armenian,  "The  Priest  prostrating  himself,  says  'We  beseech 
Thee  . .  that  Thou  wouldest  send  down,  &c. .  .  changing  them  by  Tiiy 
Holy  Ghost.'" 

''  "Up  to  this  time,"  (Armcn.),  "when  the  Priest  prays,  he  lifts  up 
his  hands  on  high ;  but  after  this,  not  higher  than  his  breast."  Com- 
pare the  Roman  rubric  at  oblation:  " Mauus  in  allam  porrectas  juu- 
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*'  How  terrible  is  this  hour,"  the  S}  riac  adds,  "  how 
fearful  this  time,  beloved,  in  which  the  Living  and 
Holy  Spirit  comes  from  the  high  places  of  Heaven, 
descends,  and  broods  upon  the  Eucharist  placed  in 
this  sanctuary,  and  hallows  it ;  fear  ye  and  tremble  as 
ye  stand  and  pray."  "  Thus  bowing  down,  he  says  the 
Invocation  of  the  Holy  Spirit."  And  the  titles  and 
epithets  applied  to  the  consecrated  Things  imply  the 
most  awful  and  realizing  estimation  of  them.  They 
are  called  "  the  holy  Body,  the  very  precious  Blood  of 
our  Lord  and  God  and  Saviour  Jesus  Christ,  which 
was  poured  out  for  the  life  of  the  world' :"  "  the  divine, 
spotless,  life-giving,  immortal,  tremendous  and  hea- 
venly mysteries™  :"  "  the  venerable  gifts  ;  the  hallowed 
oblations  ;  the  celestial,  ineffable,  stainless,  glorious, 
terrible,  tremendous,  divine  gifts'" :"  "  the  tremendous, 
bloodless  offering,  the  sacrifice,  the  pure,  holy,  im- 
maculate sacrifice"  (hostia)  :"  "  the  holy  bread ;  the 
holy  tilings  ;  the  viaticum  of  eternal  life." 

And  it  is  surely  most  significant,  that  whilst  these 


gens,  dicit  Vcni,"  &c. ;  and  the  Saruni  (Maskell,  p.  70),  "  Manibus 
lion  levatis,"  (i.  e.,  apparently,  not  again,)  "  donee  dicitur  '  Sursiun 
corda."*  So  the  Coptic  St.  Basil :  "He  lilts  up  and  stretehcs  forth  liis 
hands,  interceding  for  the  illajjse  of  the  Holy  Ghost ;"  and  again,  "  he 
bows  and  points  to  the  oblation;"  as  in  St. Basil,  &c.  Conip.  the 
Knglish  Use  (which  Maskell  observes,  p.  89,  is  the  old  Roman  one 
also,) — before  and  during  the  words  of  Institution,  "hie  inclinct  so 
parum  versus  hostiam,"  (Herf.)  "  Ilic  rcspiciat  hostiam  cum  magna 
veneratione,"  (Sar.,  Ebor.)  Here  also,  in  the  West,  was  the  "wasli- 
ing  of  hands."  These  correspondences  of  East  and  West  arc  truly 
wonderful. 

'  St.  B;«i]. 

"  Coptic  St.  Basil. 

»  St.  James. 

"  The  Roman,  Milanese,  Engli.sh,  Mozarabic,  Galilean.     The  word 
appears  to  correspond  to,  and  to  be  a  translation  of,  the  Greek  Ovala. 

N   2 
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tonus  and  epithets  are  most  freely  used,  and  abound 
in  every  j)ngc  of  every  Liturgy,  it  is  difficult,  if  not 
impossible,  to  find  in  any  really  ancient  Liturgy,  or 
j)ortion  of  a  Liturgy,  a  single  expression  which  goes 
beyond  the  recognition  of  the  Elements  as  the  Body 
and  Blood  of  Christ ;  any  which  identifies  them  with 
Christ  Himself,  much  less  with  the  Triune  God.  It 
would  not  have  been  surprising,  had  the  glowing 
language,  which  has  been  now  quoted,  here  and  there 
overflowed  in  the  Liturgies  the  just  bounds  of  the 
mystery,  as  unquestionably  is  sometimes  the  case  with 
ancient  writers  on  the  Eucharist.  But  it  should  seem 
that  the  Church's  conception  of  the  true  nature  of  that 
mystery  was  too  fixed  and  clear  to  admit  any  such 
departure  from  correct  Eucharistic  language.  Certain 
it  is,  that  those  who  have  searched  most  diligently  for 
such  expressions,  and  were  every  way  concerned  to 
produce  them,  if  possible,  have  failed  in  the  attempt. 
Thus  ]\Iuratori,  than  whom  few  had  a  more  exact 
acquaintance  with  the  subject,  has  only  been  able 
to  produce  three  or  four  such  expressions;  and  these 
are  found  either  in  confessedly  late  Liturgies,  bearing 
the  marks  of  obscure  and  individual  teachers,  or  in 
later  additions  to  the  ancient  ones. 

It  is  in  a  prayer^  of  comparatively  late  origin  in 
St.  Chrysostom's  Liturgy,  the  present  Greek  rite,  that 
he  finds  even  the  words,  "  Thou  art  He  that  ofi'erest 


p  It  is  the  "  Prayer  said  secretly  wliile  the  chenibic  hymn  is  being 
sung."  Compare  Neale's  note,  Gen.  Introd.,  p.  432,  "  As  the  cherubic 
hymn  was  only  composed  in  the  time  of  Justinian,  (527,)  it  is  clear 
that  the  prayer  of  this  hymn  must  be  an  insertion.  And  accordingly 
it  is  not  to  be  found  in  the  very  ancient  Barberini  MS.  to  which  Goar 
so  often  refers."  Muratori  overlooks  this  fact,  (De  Reb.  Liturg. 
p.  203). 
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and  art  offered,  and  receivest  and  art  distributed, 
Christ  our  God ;"  expressions  all  defensible  enough 
as  the  warm  language  of  devotion,  but  a  manifest 
departure  from  the  general  manner  of  the  Liturgies, 
and  not  capable  of  being  insisted  on  in  their  literal 
signification.  It  is  among  the  canfica,  or  hymns,  of 
the  Syriac  Liturgy  of  St.  James,  known  to  be  of  more 
recent  origin  than  the  general  structure  of  the  rite, 
that  such  expressions  occur  as  "  Whom  Moses  saw  in 
the  bush,  and  Ezekiel  upon  the  cherubim.  He  Himself 
is  placed  upon  the  Holy  altar,  and  the  people  receive 
Him  and  live'^."  And  again,  a  "prayer  of  St.  James 
the  Doctor^"  has,  "  Father  of  truth,  behold  Thy  Son  ; 
a  Victim  well-pleasing  to  Thee ;  receive  Him  Who 
died  for  me."  So  in  an  obscure  Liturgy  attributed 
to  St.  James,  "The  living  Lamb  of  God  is  oti'ercd  on 
the  Altar."  In  that  of  James  Baradeeus,  "  We  offer 
nimself  (Thy  Son)  for  us ;"  and  similar  passages  are 
found  in  that  of  John  of  Bassora,  (050).  L.-istly,  it 
is  in  a  very  late  Syrian  Liturgy  attributed  to  one 
Gregory  (1220),  that  the  words  "Adore  the  Word, 
the  Lamb,"  follow  shortly  after  tiie  consecrati()n^ 

There  is,  indeed,  in  the  regular  Syriac  Liturgy, 
though  not  noticed  by  Muratori,  one  passage  of  awful 
tenor.  It  is,  however,  among  the  private  prayers  of 
the  Priest  before  reception,  and  is  probably  as  recent 
as  it  is  exceptional.  The  first  three  of  these  prayers, 
as  some  in    the    Roman  rite,  are  addressed   to  our 


1  Muratori,  ibid.,  p.  200.  Sec  Ilcnaudot,  Lit.  Or.,  toin.  ii.  p.  7.  Tho 
next  part  of  the  Liturgy  is  called  "Canticum  aliiid"  shewing  that 
both  features  arc  mere  hi/mm. 

'  St.  James  of  Botna,  who  died  a.d.  522,  was  so  callrd. 

•  For  these  obscure  Liturgies,  sec  Neah;,  Gen.  i  lit  rod.,  j)p.  320 — 
331.    They  coutaiii  occaaioualiy,  though  rarely,  cleiueuts  of  some  value. 
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Lord ;  a  circumstance  in  itself  very  unusu  il,  such 
prayers  being  generally  addressed  to  the  Father : — 
"  Grant  me,  0  Lord,  to  eat  Thee  holily  ;"  "  Grant, 
0  Lord,  our  God,  that  our  bodies  may  be  sanctified 
by  Thy  holy  Body,  and  our  souls  illumined  with 
Thy  propitious  Blood."  But  the  last,  to  which  I 
allude,  actually  addresses  the  Element  of  Bread  as 
God  in  these  words :  "  I  hold  Thee,  AVho  containest 
the  ends  of  the  world  ;  I  have  Thee  in  my  hands 
Who  rulest  the  deep ;  Thee,  God,  I  place  in  my 
mouth*."  It  would  be  contrary  to  the  analogy  of 
all  other  Liturgies  to  doubt  that  this  passage  is  of 
comparatively  late  introduction,  as  great  part  of  the 
Syriac  Order  confessedly  is.  And  the  like  account 
is  doubtless  to  be  given  of  certain  private  prayers  of 
the  Priest  found  in  the  ancient  English  Uses'^,  similar 
to  the  first  three  here  spoken  of.  The  awful  profanity 
of  the  last  is  happily  unknown  to  them,  and  I  believe 
to  the  rest  of  the  Western  Church. 

And  when  we  turn  in  the  last  place  to  inquire 
what  the  Fathers  and  ecclesiastical  writers  have  left 
on  record  of  their  mind  and  practice  in  this  particular 
point  of  adoration,  what  do  we  find  ? 

Now,  even  had  numerous  passages  been  forthcoming 
in  which  they  seemed  to  recognise  proper  adoration 
as  due  to  the  Elements  or  to  the  Presence  of  Christ 
through  them,  we  should  still  have  to  measure  and 
check  such  expressions  by  the  confessed  language 
and  tenor  of  the  Liturgies :  so  incredible  is  it,  as  has 

'  Ordo  Commimis  Litiirg.  Syr.,  Renaudot,  t.  ii.  p.  23.  So  too  in  a 
late  Syrian  form,  named  after  St.  Xystus,  (i.  e.  Pope  Sixtus,)  of  the 
seventh  century:  "Te  gesto,  Deus,  in  manibus  meis."     lb.,  p.  141. 

°  Thus  in  the  Sarum :  "  Deus  Pater,  qui  unigenitum  Tuum  carnem 
sumere  voluisti,  quam  ego  indignus  [but  the  Hereford  has  queni^  hie 
inmanibus  teneo."     Maskell,  pp.  118,  121. 
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been  before  remarked,  that,  as  faithful  sons  of  the 
Church,  they  would  really  desire  to  outrun  and  de- 
part from  her  mind,  however  strongly  they  might 
express  themselves.  But  the  truth  is,  that  there  is 
little  need  to  call  in  the  aid  of  the  Liturgies  for  this 
purpose.  Out  of  the  whole  range  of  Patristic  litera- 
ture, hut  fou)'  passages,  two  from  Greek,  and  two  from 
Latin  Fathers,  are  alleged  in  proof  of  their  holding 
any  such  opinion.  Here  Muratori  is  once  more  a 
valuable,  however  reluctant,  witness.  Li  his  work 
already  referred  to,  in  which  he  has  adduced  from 
ecclesiastical  writers  almost  innumerable  passages  in 
proof  that  the  Elements  bore  the  titles  of  the  Body 
and  Blood  of  Christ,  and  were  profoundly  reverenced 
as  such,  he  is  unable  to  bring  forward,  in  proof  of  their 
having  been  adored  with  Divine  worship,  more  than 
the  four  passages''  referred  to.  St.  Ambrose''  speaks  oi 
the  Flesh  of  Christ  "  quam  hodie  in  mysteriis  adora- 
nuis,  et  quam  Apostoli  in  Domino  Jesu  adoraverunt." 
And  St.  Chrysostom  ""  similarly  :  "  The  Magi  adored 
Christ  in  the  manger ;  but  we  see  llim  not  in  the 
manger,  but  on  the  altar,  and  should  shew  Him  yet 
greater  reverence."  The  strength  of  these  passages 
lies  in  the  identification  for  [)urposes  of  worship  (in 
the  latter  passage  more  especially)  of  That  which 
is  upon  the  altar,  with  the  living  Person  of  Christ 
in  the  days  of  Ilis  Flesh.  Otherwise  the  mere  use  of 
the  terms  TrpoaKvvelv  and  adorare,  well  known  to  be 
ambiguous,  wonld  be  of  no  great  weight.  St.  Augus- 
tine", again,  says,  "  Ipsam  carnem   nobis  niiuulucan- 

'  Tlic  same  four  pa.ssagcs  are  commonly  allcprd  by  oilier  writrrs: 
as,  e.g.  "VVilbcrforce,  on  the  Eucharist,  pp.  301 — 303. 

'  De  Spiritu  Sancti,  iii.  11.  •  Iloniil.  21-,  in  1  Cor. 

'  In  I'b.  xcviii.  n.  'J. 


1S4  THE  TRlNCirLES  or  divine  service,      [sect.  XIV. 

(lain  ad  salutem  dcdit ;  nemo  autcm  illara  carnem 
luinulucat  nisi  prius  adoravcrit :  .  ,  .  et  noii  modo  non 
pccccnius  adorando,  sed  peccemus  non  adorando." 
And  Tlieodorct^  "The  holy  things  are  adored,  as 
being  what  they  are  made  and  believed  to  be."  It 
is  worthy  of  remark,  that  St.  Augnstine  connects  the 
"adoration"  of  which  he  speaks  with  the  prospect  of 
reception;  and  may  the  rather  on  that  account  be 
understood  in  accordance  with  the  Liturgies  as  above 
explained. 

But  it  is  plain  that — few  and  scanty  as  they  are  at 
best,  out  of  the  immense  mass  of  patristic  writings — 
these  passages,  one  and  all,  must,  under  the  circum- 
stances, be  either  taken  in  the  lower  sense  of  reve- 
rence, however  intense,  or  be  classed  among  those  pas- 
sages of  the  old  writers  in  which  the  warm  language 
of  devotion  outruns  the  strict  limits  of  truth. 

It  has  been  said,  indeed,  with  some  plausibility, 
that  they  carry  weight  as  seeming  to  describe,  not  a 
passing  feeling  towards  the  consecrated  Elements,  but 
a  habit  of  actual  and  proper  worship  of  them.  But 
this,  for  reasons  already  set  forth,  is  exactly  what  they 
cannot  possibly  be  held  to  convey.  We  know  with 
the  utmost  precision  what  w^as  prescribed  in  the 
matter  of  worship  by  the  Eucharistic  Offices  of  the 
Churches  to  which  these  writers  belonged,  and  that 
no  such  acts  of  worship  of  the  Elements  are  in  any 
way  recognised  by  them.  We  are  under  the  absolute 
necessity,  therefore,  of  giving  up  this  view  of  the  pas- 

*  Theodoret,  Dial.  2.  Muratori  alleges  also  a  passage  from  St.  Cyril 
of  Jerusalem,  but  it  is  only  to  the  effect  that  the  elements  are  to  be 
received  in  a  posture  of  adoration  :  "  bending  and  saying  in  the  way  of 
worship.  Amen  ;"  the  significance  of  which  the  reader  of  these  pages  is 
now  able  to  estimate. 
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sages :  and  it  remains,  that  no  feeling  or  practice  be- 
yond that  of  the  deepest  reverence  can  be  grounded 
upon  them.  To  buikl  upon  them  anything  fnrther, 
is  to  represent  these  holy  men  of  old  time  as  teaching 
what  the  Church  had  never  taught  them,  and  to  set 
the  testimony  of  these  few  and  equivocal  passages 
against  the  tradition  of  the  whole  Church  from  the 
beginning. 

And  yet  it  is  on  the  strength  of  these  passages, 
and  of  them  alone, — since  no  countenance  for  it  can 
be  found  from  any  other  source'' — from  either  Scrip- 
ture or  liturgies,  or  the  general  consent  of  Fathers, — ■ 
that  the  attempt  is  made  by  some  in  the  present  day 
to  revive  the  practice,  unheard  of  until  the  eleventh  or 
the  twelfth  century,  of  making  an  intense  act  of  wor- 
ship consequent  on  the  consecration  of  the  Elements, 
and  directed  towards  a  peculiar  Presence  of  Christ  Him- 
self supposed  to  be  produced  thereby.  Nay,  it  is  repre- 
sented (as  in  the  middle  ages  of  the  West)  as  one  very 
principal  purpose,  if  not  the  supreme  purpose  of  the 
entire  Rite,  to  produce  such  a  Presence  as  an  object 
for  adoration.  And  Christian  men  are  encouraged  to 
resort  to  the  sanctuary  for  the  sole  purpose  of  offering 
such  worship,  without  intending  to  take  any  further 
part  in  the  rite  by  communicating. 


*  A  few  j)assa;,'es  are  alleged  from  Eiiglisli  Divines  to  the  same  cITect : 
cliiefly  the  well-known  one  of  Andrcwes,  based  upon  the  words  of  St. 
Augustine  and  St.  Ambrose.  He  adds,  "  Clirist  Himself,  tlic  inward 
part  (ren)  of  the  Sacrament,  is  to  be  adored  in  and  out  of  the  Sacrament, 
or  wherever  He  is."  "The  King  (Jairies)  laid  down  that  Christ  was 
truly  present  in  the  Sacrament,  truly  <ilso  to  be  adored."  But  such  ex- 
pressions of  opinion  must  stand  or  fall  with  tiie  authorities  to  which 
they  appeal.  Andrcwes'  Eucharistic  J)cro/io)is  are  markedly  devoid  of 
any  practical  carrying  out  of  tlfc  view  ascribed  to  him  on  tlic  strength 
of  these  words;  which  indeed  are  so  general,  jis  to  prove  very  little. 
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With  all  respect  for  the  zeal  and  the  high  Christian 
character  of  those  who  have  espoused  these  views, 
but  with  the  utmost  solemnity,  in  the  name  of  the 
Christian  Faith,  and  of  the  whole  undivided  Church 
for  the  first  thousand  years  of  its  existence,  I  would 
enter  a  most  earnest  protest  against  the  re-introduction 
of  novelties  at  once  so  groundless  and  so  fatal.  That 
they  are  groundless  has  been  sufficiently  demonstrated. 
That  they  are  fatal  to  the  purity  of  Christian  faith  and 
practice  is  no  less  certain.  Not  only  did  they  form, 
as  is  undeniable,  no  part  of  that  heritage  of  faith  and 
practice  which  the  Apostles  delivered  to  the  Church, 
but  they  amount  to  no  less  than  an  entire  subversion 
of  the  Apostolic  theory  of  Christian  worship ;  for  they 
transfer  the  Object  of  that  worship  from  That  Heaven 
of  heavens  in  Which  It  was  ever  deemed,  for  purposes 
of  worship,  to  be  enthroned.  And  besides  this  they 
properly  involve,  however  latently,  a  train  of  terrific 
consequences ;  and  throw,  as  has  been  proved,  the 
entire  conception  and  idea  of  the  Eucharist  into  hope- 
less confusion, 

Is  it  too  much  to  ask,  in  a  matter  of  such  import- 
ance, that  those  who  have  hitherto  unreflectingly  ac- 
quiesced in  the  view  and  practice  of  which  I  have  been 
speaking,  will  reconsider  their  grounds  for  adopting 
them,  and  the  position  in  which  by  persisting  in  them 
they  will  be  placed  ?  It  has  been  here  shewn  that  the 
Presence  of  Christ  is  not,  and  cannot  be,  the  result 
of  the  consecration  of  the  Elements,  and  is  therefore 
not  to  be  worshipped ;  it  has  been  shewn  that  the 
Church  throughout  the  world  for  the  first  thousand 
years  did  not,  nor  does  more  than  one  branch  of  it  at 
the  present  day,  either  acknowledge  or  worship  such 
a  Presence.     Are  they  prepared  to  persevere  in  the 
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promulgation  of  doctrines,  as  the  ground  of  ritual  ac- 
tions (for  the  question  is  not  so  much  of  actions  as  of 
the  doctrines  involved,)  of  which  they  cannot  possibly 
give  any  coherent  account ;  which,  however  reverently 
intended,  cannot  consistently  stop  short  of  the  highest 
irreverence,  that  of  worshii)ping  the  Elements  them- 
selves,—  confessedly  an  idolatrous  action;  and  by 
which  they  impugn  or  jeopardy  great  articles  of  the 
Christian  Faith,  overthrow  the  confessed  and  proper 
constitution  of  the  Eucharist,  and  run  counter  to  the 
practice  of  the  Catholic  Church  ? 

2.  There  is  yet  one  other  difficulty  supposed  to  be 
involved  in  the  ancient  view  of  the  Eucharist,  which 
must  be  briefly  noticed.  It  concerns  the  reception, 
by  the  wicked,  of  the  consecrated  Elements.  It  is 
thought  that  a  view  which  represents  the  Things  re- 
ceived as  in  themselves  holy,  previous  to  reception, 
and  as  identified,  indeed,  with  certain  Divine  Realities, 
labours  under  the  objection  that  those  Divine  Things 
are  thereby  exposed  to  awful  profanation  by  unworthy 
reception ;  if,  indeed,  it  does  not  introduce  a  real  con- 
fusion into  the  world  of  moral  and  spiritual  existence, 
by  making  the  unholy  partakers  of  tlic  holy,  while  yet 
remaining  in  their  unholiiiess  still. 

Now,  about  the  general  principle  there  is  in  reality 
no  difficulty.  'Vlv.d  th(,'re  is  such  a  thing  as  "giving 
that  wliich  is  holy  unto  dogs,"  is  plain,  else  would 
our  Lord  not  have  warned  us  against  it.  As  little 
doubt  is  there  that  "  that  which  is  good  may  be  made 
death  unto  us'',"  in  its  eficcts.  Tlie  lioly  ark  wliich 
enshrined  for  Israel  a  Presence  of  sanctificatiou  and 

*  lUini.  vii.  I'.i. 
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licalth,  wrought  judgment  and  disease,  as  the  effect 
of  that  Presence,  in  the  country  of  the  Philistines®: 
the  manna,  sought  according  to  the  commandment, 
was  supernatural  and  angelic  food  ;  sought  otherwise, 
it  carried  in  it  the  seeds  of  corruption  and  death. 
And,  to  come  nearer  to  our  point,  the  Presence  of 
Christ  nimself  in  the  Temple,  in  the  days  of  His 
Flesh,  was  for  judgment  and  scourging  to  the  pro- 
fane, no  less  than  for  healing  to  the  blind  and  lame  \ 
coming  to  Him  in  faith. 

It  is  therefore  perfectly  conceivable  and  analogous 
that  the  Eucharistic  gifts  should  be  such  external 
realities,  that  the  reception  of  them  should  be  a  thing 
possible  for  the  wicked,  only  not  to  their  benefit,^but 
to  their  injury.  And  St.  Paul  very  plainly  teaches 
that  such  is  the  case ;  that  "  he  that  eateth  and  drink- 
eth  unworthily"  is  not  merely  liable  to,  but  actually 
"  eafef/t  and  drinketh,''  receiveth  into  him  by  these 
actions,  "  judgment  unto  himself."  "  He  is  guilty," 
he  had  said  just  before,  "  in  the  matter  of"  no  less 
a  Thing  than  "the  Body  and  Blood  of  the  Lord^." 
The  things  which  he  receives  are  such  as  to  work 
judgment  upon  him. 

And  we  seem  to  see  somewhat  into  the  reason  of 
these  fearful  effects  of  unrighteous  reception,  when 
we  consider  what  the  Things  received,  by  the  hypo- 
thesis, are.  God,  we  are  told,  "  has  committed  all 
judgment  unto  the  Son,"  not  as  He  is  in  His  Divine 
Nature,  or  as  an  attribute  of  His  Eternal  Sonship, 
but  as  Incarnate,  and  "  because  He  is  the  Son  of 

*  1  Sam.  V. 

'  St.  Matt.  xxi.  14,  "And  the  blind  and  lame  came  to  Him  in  the 
Temple,  and  He  healed  them." 
K  1  Cor.  xi. 
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Man^."  One  part  of  the  reward  or  dower  of  His 
Incarnation  was,  that  He  should  "  be  honoured"  as 
the  Judge  of  the  world'.  It  is  quite  in  accordance 
with  this  Economy,  that  the  reception  of  His  Flesh 
and  Blood,  the  Parts  and  proofs  of  His  Manhood,  as 
sundered  from  His  Soul  in  His  awful  Sacrifice,  should 
in  an  especial  degree,  when  received  amiss,  and  in 
virtual  rejection  and  scorn,  work  judgment  on  the 
receivers.  Such  rejection  or  light  receiving  of  Him,  as 
come  in  the  Flesh,  and  as  exhibited  in  the  very  act, 
as  it  were,  of  redeeming  Love,  might  well  be  expected 
to  be  most  deadly. 

And  let  it  be  observed  that  the  difficulty,  if  such 
there  be,  or  the  mysteriousness,  of  such  a  view,  has 
been  gratuitously  enhanced  by  that  false  supposition 
concerning  the  Things  received  which  has  been  dwelt 
on  in  the  preceding  pages.  What  the  wicked  re- 
ceive, after  all,  is  not  "  Christ,"  nor  does  St.  Paul 
affirm  it  to  be  Christ,  but  the  "  Body  and  Blood  of 
Christ ;" — a  circumstance,  it  may  be,  ecpially  awful, 
but  involving  somewhat  less  of  mystery,  as  regards 
the  question  before  us,  than  the  other  position. 
Were  the  Elements  actually  Christ  Ilimself, — Christ 
existing  under  those  conditions  in  which  He  is  the 
Sustenance  of  faithful  men,  it  might  be  difficult  to 
faith  to  conceive  tliat  tlie  wicked  soul  should,  even 
unto  judgment,  become  the  receptacle  of  so  holy  and 
so  properly  life-giving  a  Guest.  But  seeing  that  the 
tiling  received  by  nianducation  is  not  Christ  Himself, 
but  the  Body  of  His  Death,  and  the  Blood  of  His 
Death,  the  different  effect  which   that  reception   has 

■■  St..  Jolin  V.  22,  27. 

'  V.  2'i.  "Tlial  all  iikiii  hIioiiIcI  lionoiir  (lie  Son  oven  as  llicy  lionour 
the  Fatlier." 
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for  the  faithful  and  unfaithful  is  in  a  manner  more 
conceivable.  To  the  one  it  may  well  be  a  savour  of 
death  unto  death,  as  to  the  other  of  life  unto  life. 
In  the  Person  of  Christ  Himself,  indeed,  and  so  to 
them  that  are  like-minded  with  Him,  the  infallible 
issue  of  that  Death  was  Resurrection  ;  yet  not  ac- 
cording to  a  necessary  law,  but  to  a  law  of  holiness 
and  promise.  And  where  no  such  holiness  is  found, 
no  such  promise  is  pledged,  but  rather  a  "  certain 
fearful  judgment  ^." 

I  have  only  to  add,  first,  with  reference  to  the 
authority  chiefly  relied  on  in  this  question,  that  the 
same  St.  Augustine  who  is  quoted  as  saying,  that 
"  who  dwelleth  not  in  Christ,  without  doubt  doth 
neither  eat  His  Flesh  nor  drink  His  Blood  V'  also 
says,  "  that  was  no  less  the  Body  and  Blood  of  the 
Lord  to  those  also  to  whom  the  Apostle  says, 
'  He  that  eateth  and  drinketh  unworthily,  eateth 
and  drinketh  damnation  to  himself^.'"  So  that  his 
view  is,  plainly,  that  the  wicked  receive  the  Body 
and  Blood  of  Christ,  only  not  to  grace,  but  to  con- 
demnation. 

And  secondly,  that  the  article  of  the  English  Church 
on  the  subject  (the  29th),  though  in  its  title  it  affirms 
that  "  the  wicked  eat  not  the  Body  of  the  Lord ;"  yet 
in  the  text  of  the  article  itself,  which  is  surely  the 

•'  "  If  we  sin  wilfully  after  that  we  have  received  the  knowledge  of 
tlie  truth,  there  remaineth  no  more  sacrifice  for  sins,  but  a  certain 
fearful  looking  for  of  judgment.  ...  Of  how  much  sorer  punishment 
shall  he  be  thought  worthy,  who  hath  trodden  under  foot  the  Son  of 
God,  and  counted  the  blood  of  the  covenant  wherewith  he  was  sanc- 
tified, an  unholy  thing."  Heb.  x.  27,  29.  There  is  no  question  that 
a  Eucharistic  allusion  runs  through  this  passage  from  v.  19.  See 
above,  Part  I.,  note  B,  p.  412. 

•  Homil.  in  Joh.  vi.  5,  6,  cited  in  Ai-ticle  XXIX. 

"  De  Baptism.  T.  ix.  p.  146. 
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binding  form  of  it,  it  makes — which  St.  Augustine  did 
not — the  correct  distinction  above  referred  to,  say- 
ing, that  "  the  wicked,  though  they  press  with  their 
teeth  the  Sacrament  of  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ, 
yet  in  nowise  are  they  partakers  of  Christ.'^  This, 
whetlier  or  not  an  intended  correction  of  the  more 
loosely  worded  passage  of  St.  Augustine,  is  a  just 
distinction,  and  may  well  be  taken  as  an  index  to 
the  real  animus  of  the  article. 

XV.  The  sections  immediately  preceding  address 
themselves,  for  the  most  part,  to  the  tone  of  mind 
which  is  disposed  to  press  beyond  its  ordained  limits 
the  supranatural  side  of  the  Eucharistic  Mystery ; 
though  they  are  at  the  same  time  adapted  to  allay 
the  apprehensions  of  such  as,  through  fear  of  conse- 
quences supposed  to  be  involved  in  the  ancient  belief, 
shrink  from  entire  and  unreserved  acceptance  of  it. 

The  writer,  however,  is  well  aware  that  the  latter 
phase  of  error  is  that  which,  from  various  causes,  has 
long  prevailed  most  widely  among  the  more  imper- 
fectly instructed  members  of  the  English  Church,  and 
which,  beyond  all  others,  needs  to  be  refuted  and 
removed  at  the  present  day.  The  tendency  of  the 
English  branch  of  the  Church  since  the  revision  of 
her  Eucharistic  fornndaries  in  1549,  has  unquestion- 
ably been  far  less  to  "  add"  to  the  Eucharistic  Mys- 
tery, than  "to  diminish  from  it"." 

Erom  whence  this  has  proceeded  it  is  not  difKcult 
to  discern.  Not  indeed  from  any  real  countenance 
to  be  found  for  such  views  in  the  language  of  Holy 
Scri[)ture,  or  in  the  teaching  of  the  early  Church 
and  the  ancient  writers,  or  in  the  historically  ascer- 
tainable mind  of  the  English  Church  as  embodied  in 
"  Dcut.  xii.  32,  prefixed  as  a  motto  to  this  Introduction. 
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her  formularies.  It  is  not  by  an  appeal  to  any  one  of 
these  standards,  or  to  all  of  them  together,  that  the 
general  mind  of  a  Cliurch  and  nation  is,  practically, 
in  the  first  instance,  formed  ;  but  by  the  tone  which 
pervades,  or  seems  to  the  uninstructed  eye  to  per- 
vade, the  ritual  and  devotional  form  provided  for 
their  use.  Thus  there  was  little  risk  in  the  middle 
ages  of  the  West,  of  the  authority  of  the  ancient 
Fathers  and  Doctors  of  the  Church,  as  witnesses  to 
Catholic  truth  and  expounders  of  it,  falling  below  its 
due  place ;  because  their  expositions  were  so  largely 
embodied  in  the  old  ordinary  Offices,  and  were  in  con- 
sequence so  much  relied  on  in  the  teaching  of  the 
clergy.  So,  again,  as  little  danger  is  there  now,  in  this 
country,  of  any  lack  of  deference  to  the  authority  of 
Holy  Scripture :  and  this  not  because  the  Articles  of 
the  English  Church  proclaim  the  paramount  nature 
of  that  authority,  but  because  Holy  Scripture  itself 
enters  in  such  vast  and  commanding  proportions  into 
the  structure  of  her  Offices.  And  the  same  truth  must 
hold,  always  and  everywhere,  in  the  matter  of  Eucha- 
ristic  belief.  As  I  have  already  had  occasion  more 
than  once  to  point  out,  it  is  inconceivable  that  any 
other  influence,  or  set  of  influences,  in  the  world,  than 
the  presence  and  continual  use  of  a  soundly  consti- 
tuted Eucharistic  ritual,  could  have  maintained  the 
Christian  world  for  a  thousand  years  in  one  uniform 
belief  on  this  mysterious  subject.  It  was  their  Books 
OF  Divine  Service,  not  the  decrees  of  councils,  (of 
which  there  were  few,  or  none,)  that  held  clergy  and 
people  alike  to  the  one  Faith.  When  they  were  tam- 
pered with,  as  in  the  West  in  the  eleventh  century, 
the  faith,  too,  was  changed  as  a  matter  of  certain  con- 
sequence.    The  Councils  of  Constance,  of  Florence, 
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and  of  Trent,  did  but  register  the  results,  already  ex- 
isting, of  a  necessary  and  universal  law.  When  the 
Service-books,  on  the  other  hand,  as  in  the  East  all 
along,  were  left  untouched,  dogmas  might  change,  but 
the  faith  remained  the  same.  The  decrees  of  the 
Council  of  Bethlehem  remain  a  dead  letter  to  the 
present  hour. 

Now  so  it  is,  that  from  causes  which  have  been 
traced  in  these  pages,  the  revised  Eucharistic  Office  of 
the  English  Church,  more  especially  from  the  date  of 
the  Second  Book  of  Edward  VL,  though  of  its  mind 
and  doctrine  there  is  no  question  whatever,  has  con- 
fessedly laboured  under  a  certain  faintness  as  to  the 
ritual  expression  of  that  mind  and  that  doctrine. 
Even  the  First  Book  of  Edward,  while  retaining  most 
dearly  the  enunciation,  in  the  ancient  manner,  of  the 
true  Eucharistic  doctrine,  both  as  to  its  sacramental 
and  its  sacrificial  aspect ;  yet,  by  the  withdrawal  of 
some  of  the  old  terms  and  ceremonies,  detracted  not 
a  little  from  the  ancient  fulness  of  expression  upon 
these  points.  The  whole  question  of  ceremonies  had 
indeed  been  long  and  anxiously  debated  ;  and  it  may 
be  that  the  retention  of  more  would  have  imperilled 
the  grc.'it  purpose  of  the  Bevision".  The  meaning  of 
some  of  them  was  also  at  that  day  entirely  unknown, 
for  want  of  exact  acquaintance  with  the  corresponding 
Eastern  rites,  by  which  they  arc  explained.  But  of 
the  effect  of  so  large  a  reduction  of  the  ceremonial,  in 
diminishing  the  ancient  intensity  of  reverential  ex- 
pression towards  the  entire  Eucharistic  Action,  there 
can  be  no  doubt.  The  Second  Book  of  Julvvard, 
whether  unavoidably  or  not, — a  point  of  which,  at  the 
present  day,  we  arc  but  imperfect  judges, — only  accom- 
■  See  llic  document  "  Of  Ceremonies"  prefixed  to  the  Pruycr-book. 

O 


194  THE  PRINCIPLES  OF  DIVINE  SERVICE.      [sECT.  XV. 

plislied  the  Titanic  labour  of  rooting  up  the  inveterate 
error  of  five  centuries  as  to  the  elemental  substances, 
by  yet  further  cession  of  the  old  Eucharistic  language 
and  action.  The  roots  of  Eucharistic  truth  were 
doubtless,  in  that  great  concussion,  shaken  also :  and 
the  recal,  in  subsequent  Revisions,  of  the  older  lan- 
guage, though  strengthening  as  far  as  it  went,  yet  left, 
after  all,  a  growth  rather  sound  than  strong,  and  such 
as  had  the  appearance,  at  least,  of  giving  shelter  to 
defective  views  concerning  the  mystery. 

The  consequences  have  been  such  as  might  have 
been  apprehended.  While  there  have  never  been 
wanting  those  to  whom  the  Communion  Office  of  the 
English  Church  was  all  that  the  ancient  Offices  were 
to  them  of  old  time,  and  who  have  realized  the  full 
possession,  through  its  means,  of  the  v.'hole  body  of 
Eucharistic  truth ;  with  others, — indeed,  it  must  be 
said,  with  the  mass  of  her  children, — it  has  at  times 
at  least  been  otherwise.  Her  Office  has  proved  to 
have  rather  a  capacity  for  nurturing  entire  soundness 
of  faith  and  practice,  than  an  inevitable  tendency 
to  do  so.  The  English  Church  at  her  Revision  suc- 
ceeded in  securing  the  truth  ;  but  she  did  not  suc- 
ceed in  securing  herself  against  the  presence  within 
her  pale  of  those  wdio  were  in  error.  Her  doctrinal  po- 
sition is  properly  unexceptionable  ;  but  her  enunciation 
of  it  is  not  such  as  absolutely  to  throw  off  those  who, 
entertaining  a  different  mind,  imagine  they  can  re- 
concile that  mind  with  the  use  of  her  formularies. 
That  the  English  Church  is  designedly  compre- 
hensive, to  the  extent  of  both  affirming  and  deny- 
ing, or  of  neither  affirming  nor  denying,  that  the 
Elements  are  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Clu'ist,  is  abso- 
lute! v  untrue.    Traced  historically,  or  examined  gram- 
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niatically,  her  formularies  yield  a  clear  affirmation  of 
that  point.  But  it  is  true  that  those  who  deny  it 
find  little  difficulty  in  persuading  themselves  that  their 
position  as  her  professed  members  is  tenable. 

There  are  indeed  limits  to  the  strain  which  can  be 
put  upon  her  language  and  her  rites,  even  in  the 
hands  of  the  most  ingenious.  Of  the  three  leading 
varieties  of  Eucharistic  error  °,  which  were  espoused 
by  large  bodies  of  Christians  on  the  Continent  in  the 
sixteenth  century,  and  which  include  all  others,  one 
only  can,  by  any  possibility  or  show  of  reason,  be  re- 
conciled with  membership  in  the  English  Church.  The 
Lutheran  view  is,  indeed,  so  far  forth  in  harmony 
with  the  English,  that  it  distinctly  recognises  the  un- 
received  Elements  as  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ. 
Its  witness  on  this  point  is  not  without  peculiar 
value.  But  that  feature  of  Lutheranism,  according  to 
which  the  consecrated  Elements  "  have  no  other  effi- 
cacy than  as  a  picture  to  confirm  faith,"  is  clearly 
contradicted  by  such  expressions  as  "  the  Body  and 
Blood  of  Christ  are  verily  and  indeed  taken  and  re- 
ceived by  the  faithful ;"  and  by  the  assertion  that,  as 
a  consequence  of  reception,  "  we  dwell  in  Christ,  and 
Christ  in  us."  The  Zuinglian  opinion,  which  refuses 
to  recognise  the  consecrated  things  as  the  medium, 
in  any  sense,  of  any  benefit  whatsoever,  is  yet  more 
diametrically  and  hopelessly  at  variance  with  the  Eng- 
lish fornuilaries.  It  can  only  be  from  a  want  citlier 
of  consideration,  of  intelligence,  or  of  honesty,  that 
any  one  holding  this  opinion  can  continue  a  member 
of  the  English  Church. 

But  the  Calvinistic  view,  according  to  which  the 
consecrated  Elements  are  in  virtue,  and  on  reception, 
°  See  above,  p.  07. 
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the  Body  ami  Rlood  of  Christ,  so  that  tliey  who  re- 
crivo  tht'Ui  iiri^ht  receive  Tiiat  Body  and  Bh)od  ;  but 
which  refuses  to  identify  them  therewith  previous  to 
reception  : — this  view  (setting  aside  the  question  of 
particuhu'  election)  has  all  along  found  favour  in  the 
eves  of  members  of  the  Endish  Church,  and  makes 
some  show  of  being  compatible  with  her  formularies, 
or  is  even  proclaimed  as  the  designed  and  exclusive 
sense  of  them.  Its  peculiar  strength,  and  its  attrac- 
tiveness for  the  English  mind,  probably  lies  in  the 
exalted  office  which  it  ascribes  to  faith  ;  which  is 
not  merely  that  of  accepting  the  consecrated  Things 
for  what  Christ  declared  them  to  be,  (which  should 
seem  to  be  the  proper  business  of  faith,)  but  of  ac- 
tually making  them  to  be  what  they  are.  According 
to  this  view,  the  effect  of  contact  with  the  believer's 
faith  on  reception  is,  to  turn  that  which  till  then  was 
nothing  but  the  merest  earthly  element,  into  the  very 
Body  and  Blood  of  Christ,  or,  however,  to  cause  the 
simultaneous  Presence  of  Them  ; — an  act  surely  of 
equal  power  and  pretensions  with  that  of  consecration 
by  an  appointed  Order  of  persons,  only  ascribed  to  a 
less  likely  operation, — to  the  faith  of  man,  not  to  the 
Word  of  Christ,  or  the  operation  of  the  Holy  Ghost. 

This  view  has  the  further  recommendation  for 
some  minds,  of  seeming  to  diminish  the  mysterious- 
ness  and  awfulness  of  the  Eucharist,  and  of  remov- 
ing to  an  infinite  distance  (which  it  unquestionably 
does)  the  possibility  of  idolatrous  or  excessive  regard 
being  paid  to  the  Elements ;  while  yet  it  refuses  not 
to  view  them,  in  consideration  of  their  exalted  spiritual 
functions,  with  a  certain  reverential  feeling.  It  also 
falls  in  very  peculiarly  with  the  too  prevalent  view,  of 
Christianity  being  yurely — what,  no  doubt,  it  is  em- 
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pliaticafJy  —  a  spiritual  religion  :  in  other  words, 
with  that  excessive  spiritualism  which  ignores  the 
earthly  side  of  man's  being,  and  the  sanctification 
both  of  that  a.id  of  all  other  material  existences  by 
the  Incarnation  of  Christ. 

Nor  is  it  to  be  denied  that  the  Calvinistic  con- 
ception of  the  Eucharist  has  its  element  of  truth. 
Considered  merely  as  a  negation  of  that  against  which 
it  rose  up,  it  was  not  without  a  cause.  Though 
it  failed  to  embody  a  truth,  it  pointed  to  one,  and 
felt,  though  blindly,  after  it.  It  found  the  West- 
ern world  possessed  by  a  belief,  that  between  the 
Elements  received  and  unreceived,  —  between  That 
which  lies  upon  the  altar  after  consecration,  and  That 
which  dwells  in  the  faithful  soul  after  reception, — there 
is  absolutely  no  difference ;  that  as  the  one  is  Christ, 
so  is  the  other  Christ, — Christ  in  the  entireness  of 
His  Person,  God  and  Man.  In  protesting  against 
this,  Calvinism  had  a  righteous  cause,  and  spoke 
the  mind  of  the  undivided  Church.  Unha})pily,  the 
truth  to  be  reinstated  was  less  clearly  discerned  than 
the  error  to  be  dethroned.  Instead  of  the  Elements, 
received  or  unreceived,  being  recognised  in  the  an- 
cient manner  as  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ,  and 
no  less,  though  no  more ;  reserving  as  the  sufficient 
privilege  of  faith,  and  of  the  rational  and  spiritual  soul 
of  man,  the  gracious  Indwelling,  through  reception, 
of  Christ  Himself :  the  Elements  were  aiiirmed  to  be, 
except  as  received,  noUtuirj. 

Neither,  once  more,  would  the  Calvinistic  view, 
really  and  honestly  held,  seem  other  than  a  noble 
faith,  were  there  not  a  yet  nobler,  which  is  displaced 
by  it.  To  believe  with  any  reality  that  "  the  glori- 
fied Humanity  of  Christ,  though  locally  absent,  is  vir- 
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tually  and  in  eftoct  comnmnicated  for  the  sustenance 
of  the  faithful  simultaneously  with  the  participation  of 
the  outward  elements'';"  or  yet  more,  to  believe  that 
"  the  Body  and  lilood  of  Christ  are  verilij  and  indeed 
taken  and  received  by  the  faithful,"  (which  is  of  neces- 
sity professed  by  members  of  the  English  Church,  at 
any  rate,)  : — this  is  no  mean  act  of  faith.  Only  it  is  to 
be  feared,  that  too  often,  as  professed  by  the  English 
mind  at  the  present  day,  it  is  but  a  cloak  for  the  absence 
of  belief  in  any  real  communication  of  the  Humanity 
of  Christ,  or  of  His  Body  and  Blood,  at  all ;  the  con- 
venient refuge  of  a  vague  and  untheological  pietism  ; 
an  index  of  the  merest  Zuinglianism,  that  is,  of  utter 
dissent  from  the  language  of  the  English  Church,  on 
the  lowest  interpretation  of  it. 

But  after  all,  even  when  held  ever  so  sincerely  and 
bond  fide,  it  is  much  to  be  remarked  that  this  view 
— the  '  simultaneous'  view,  so  to  call  it — does  not  in 
reality,  as  has  been  already  implied,  possess  the  ad- 
vantages, for  the  sake  of  which  it  is  perhaps  chiefly 
taken  refuge  in.  It  is  to  the  full  as  mysterious  and 
wonderful,  for  aught  that  appears,  that  the  Body  and 
Blood  of  Christ,  under  a  condition  adapted  for  the 
sustenance  of  the  human  soul  (which  both  sides  hold 
in  common)  should,  on  the  performance  of  a  given 
act,  (that  of  reception  of  bread  and  wine  in  a  certain 
frame  of  mind,)  be  immediately  present  to  and  enter 
into  the  soul  of  man,  effectually  uniting  him  to  Christ, 
and  making  Christ  to  dwell  in  Him,  as  that  That 
Body  and  Blood,  under  the  said  condition,  should  be 
present  on  consecration,  with  the  same  results  of  re- 
ception guaranteed.  He  w^ho  has  faith  enough  really 
to  hold  the  one,  has  faith  enough  to  hold  the  other. 

p  Helvetic  Confession,  Art.  36,  as  above,  p.  67,  note  y. 
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And  then  there  is,  after  all,  in  this  faith,  a  certain 
unworthiness,  so  to  speak,  of  the  great  Christian 
scheme.  The  design  of  the  Incarnation  was  mani- 
festly to  sanctify  anew  the  world  which  God  had 
made,  and  which  sin  had  defiled.  The  great  and 
arresting  demand  which  Christianity  makes  upon 
man,  is  to  believe  that  God  has  done  this.  "  To  be- 
heve  that  Jesus  Christ ^  was  come  in  the  Flesh"  that 
"  that  which  they  looked  upon  and  handled"  was  the 
"  Incarnate  Word  of  Life,"  was  the  form  in  which 
this  demand  was  cast  for  the  Apostles  and  first  Disci- 
ples of  Christ.  And  the  same  demand,  in  principle, 
was  proclaimed  to  be  a  test  of  Christian  belief  by  the 
Apostle  who  "  leaned  on  His  breast  at  supper."  For 
the  Christian  world  ever  since,  the  form  which  that 
demand  has  taken  is,  peculiarly  and  supremely,  no  other 
than  that  of  the  two  great  Sacraments  of  the  Gospel. 
The  material  element,  the  dust  of  our  original  forma- 
tion, was  so  consecrated  by  the  Holy  Ghost  as  to  be- 
come the  Human  Body  of  Christ.  Christ  in  turn, 
consecrated,  by  His  Word  and  Holy  Spirit,  certain  of 
the  elements  to  be  means  of  union  to  Him  ;  water  to 
be  the  medium,  by  outward  application,  of  incorpo- 
ration into  His  Body  ;  Bread  and  Wine,  more  mar- 
vellously still,  to  be  His  Body  and  Blood,  a?id  the 
medium,  by  inward  reception,  of  participation  in  His 
sacrificial  Death,  His  glorious  and  acceptable  Priest- 
hood. There  was  thus,  as  might  have  been  expected, 
a  progression  in  the  demand  made  upon  faith  in  the 
two  Sacraments  respectively  ;   a  nearer  api)roach,  \\\ 


■'  1  St.  John  iv.  2.  See  a  striking  Sermon  on  this  text  in  the  Rev. 
T.  Cliamhcrlain's  valuable  and  auf^gcstive  voluinc,  "The  Tlicory  of 
Christian  "Worship;"  a  work  to  whieh  1  gladly  take  this  opporl unity 
of  acknowledging  my  obligations. 
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the  second  and  more  awful  and  mysterious  one,  to  that 
which  was  made  upon  those  who  "  saw  Jesus  Christ 
in  the  Flesh."  One  or  both  of  these  tests  of  their 
Christian  faith,  left  doubtless  by  our  Lord  as  such 
tests'",  do  they  reject,  who  ignore  the  real  sanctifica- 
tion  of  the  creature  in  one  or  both  Sacraments.  And 
not  a  few  who  fully  recognise  in  the  Element  of  Water 
a  medium,  channel,  or  instrument  of  union  to  Christ's 
Body,  start  back  from  the  no  less  certain  affirma- 
tion of  Scripture  that  the  consecrated  Elements  of 
Bread  and  Wine  are  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ, 
and  as  such  a  medium  of  union  to  His  Sacrifice  of 
Himself. 

It  might  be  further  pointed  out,  that  this  doctrine 
is  more  closely  akin,  than  would  appear  at  first  sight, 
to  that  of  the  annihilation  of  the  Elements,  and  of 
Transubstantiation.  Though  setting  out  from  different 
points,  and  with  different  motives,  both  views  alike 
deny  the  ancient  belief  that  God  has  elevated  and 
sanctified  the  elements  into  a  mysterious  identity  with 
the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ ;  not  destroyed  them, 
as  the  one  party  insists,  nor  yet  done  no  work  of 
grace  upon  them,  as  the  other.  And  both  alike,  by 
evacuating  the  Christian  Economy  of  this  resplendent 
feature  of  it,  disallow  the  undoubted  powers,  and 
narrow  the  ordained  range,  of  the  Incarnation, 

■■  Comp.  1  St. John  v.  6,  8,  "This  is  He  that  came  by  water  and  bloocf', 
even  Jesus  Christ :  not  by  water  only,  but  by  water  and  blood.... And 
there  are  three  that  bear  witness  upon  earth,  the  Spirit,  and  the  water, 
and  the  Blood."  This  comes  immediately  after  the  laying  down,  as 
the  test  of  Christian  faith,  the  belief  "that  Jesus  is  the  Son  of  God," 
(ver.  5,)  or  "  Jesus  Christ  is  come  in  the  Flesh,"  iv.  2,  3  ;  and  is  appa- 
rently, or  even  manifestly,  a  further  unfolding  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  test  is  applied,  viz,  through  the  Sacraments  of  Baptism  and  the 
Eucharist. 
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But  the  crowning  and  fatal  objection  to  this  doc- 
trine remains  to  be  stated.  The  question  concerning 
it  is  not  whether  it  has,  or  has  not,  this  or  that  re- 
commendation,— such  as  avoiding  peril  of  idolatry,  or 
reducing  the  startling  and  mysterious  aspect  of  the 
Eucharist ;  not,  whether  it  has,  or  has  not,  honestly 
held,  some  noble  elements  in  it :  but  simply  whether  it 
be  that  which  Christ  delivered  to  His  Apostles,  and 
they  to  the  Church.  Now  about  this  there  is  not  the 
smallest  doubt.  The  doctrine,  however  Christian  a 
face  it  may  wear,  was  simply  inve)ifc(I  by  Calvin  three 
hundred  years  ayo,  as  demonstrably  as  the  doctrine 
of  annihilation  was  invented  by  the  Western  Church 
five  hundred  years  earlier.  This  is  as  certain  as 
that  the  sun  is  in  the  heavens.  It  is  not  difficult 
merely,  but  absolutely  impossible,  to  reconcile  these 
views  with  the  language  of  Scripture  taken  in  its 
plain  meaning,  or  with  the  contents  of  the  Liturgies 
or  ecclesiastical  writers.  That  lano;uao;e  was  never  ^  so 
interpreted  before  Calvin's  time ;  nor  can  it  without 
the  utmost  violence  be  so  interpreted  now  *.  It  may 
be  affirmed,  though  I  do  not  know  that  it  is"*,  that 
the  Liturgies  have  been   tampered   with,  and  those 

'  Whoever  desires  to  be  convinced  of  tliis,  need  only  glance  through 
L'Arroque's  History  of  the  Eucharist,  so  often  referred  to  in  these 
pages.  As  a  Calvinist,  he  endeavours  to  make  the  best  of  the  testimony 
of  the  Fathers.  But  the  only  argument  by  whicli  he  is  able  to  dispose 
of  their  confessed  assertions  that  the  Elements  are  Christ's  Body  and 
Blood  in  truth,  and  not  merely  in  virtue,  is  that  they  elsewhere  say 
(which  he  proves  abundantly,  Pt.  II.,  ch.  ii.)  that  they  arc  Bread  and 
Winc;  positions  wliich  he  conceives  to  be  incompatible.  (See  lb., 
chap.  iii.  p.  219,  &c.)  His  view  is,  that  all  expressions  of  the  former 
class  are  Ggurative. 

'  See  above,  pp.  17 — 19. 

"  L'Arroque,  as  above,  Hist.,  Pt.  I.  ch.  vii.,  quotes  the  Liturgies  as 
genuine. 
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writers  deceived  thereby :  but  unless  the  whole  struc- 
ture of  each  of  the  indej)en(lent  rites  has  been  abso- 
lutely taken  to  pieces,  and  that  at  a  very  early  period, 
and  the  significance  of  their  every  line  reversed,  it 
must  be  acknowledged  that  the  doctrine  of  the  Ele- 
ments being,  independently  of  reception,  the  Body 
and  Blood  of  Christ,  is  their  unwavering  and  una- 
nimous testimony ''. 

And  the  matter  of  the  appeal  to  antiquity,  as  con- 
cerns the  Roman  and  the  Calvinistic  view  of  the 
Eucharist,  stands  thus.  That  the  ancient  Church  for 
a  thousand  years  gave  no  countenance  to  the  doctrine 
of  annihilation,  though  capable  of  being  amply  proved, 
is  far  from  obvious  at  first  sight,  because  of  the  great 
predominance  of  warm  and  unreserved  recognition  of 
the  Elements  in  their  supranatural  character.  But 
this  very  circumstance  shews  the  hopelessness  of  prov- 
ing the  Calvinistic  position.  In  a  word,  ihe  loeiglit  of 
ancient  testimony,  loliich  breaks  the  Roman  theory  in 
pieces,  crushes  the  Calvinistic  to  powder, 

2.  There  is,  however,  one  stronghold  of  this  doc- 
trine, to  which  the  English  mind  has  for  the  last  two 
centuries  been  not  unnaturally  prone  to  betake  itself, 
in  default  of  other  and  more  ancient  authority. 

The  Calvinistic  view  of  the  Eucharist,  it  is  gene- 
rally conceived,  (and  to  a  certain  extent  tridy,)  boasts 
an  illustrious  advocate  in  the  person  of  Hooker.  And 
it  is  probable  that  to  his  advocacy,  real  or  supposed, 
more  than  to  any  other  single  cause,  is  to  be  attri- 
buted the  hold  w^hich  this  doctrine  possesses  upon  the 
mind  of  the  present  day.  What  Hooker  believed, 
most  men  are  content  to  believe  likewise. 

*  See  aboTe,  p.  179. 
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Before  proceeding  briefly  to  examine  what  it  was 
that  this  great  divine  held,  and  on  what  grounds  he 
held  it,  let  it  be  remarked  that,  as  we  have  already 
seen  reason,  with  reference  to  a  single  point  of  Eucha- 
ristic  doctrine,  for  saying  less  than  Andrewes,  so  we 
are  not  to  be  afraid,  if  the  truth  so  require,  of  be- 
lieving more  even  than  Hooker. 

Now,  in  the  first  place,  there  are  two  notes  of  differ- 
ence which  widely  separate  Hooker's  view'',  taken  as 
a  whole,  from  that  of  Calvin.  He  acquiesces,  indeed, 
in  the  same  conclusion, — that  "  the  parts  of  this  Sacra- 
ment are  Christ's  Body  and  Blood,  for  that  they  are 
so  to  us  who,  receiving  them,  receive  That  by  them 
which  they  are  termed."  But,  first,  as  to  whether  the 
Presence  of  Christ's  Body  and  Blood  is  or  is  not  to  be 
sought  for  in  the  unreceived  Elements,  he  professes  to 
leave  an  open  question  ^.  But  next,  to  what  power  did 
he  attribute  it,  that  the  received  Elements  were  the 
Body  and  Blood  of  Christ  ?  Not,  as  Calvin  "",  to  the 
faith  of  the  receiver ;  but  to  the  consecration  of  them 
by  a  duly  ordained  priesthood.  "  The  power  of  the 
Ministry  of  God  .  .  .  bringeth  God  Himself  down 
from  heaven  :  b?/  blessing  visible  elements,  it  maketh 
them  invisible  grace ;  it  hath  to  dispose  of  that  Elesh 
which  was  given  for  the  life  of  the  world,  and  that 
Blood  which  was  poured  out  to  redeem  souls."    And, 

">  Laws  of  Ecclesiastical  Polity,  V.  Ixvii.     Compare  eh.  Ixxvii.  1,  2. 

•  lb.,  sect.  5,  G,  Kcble's  edition. 

•  This  was  the  very  essence  of  Calvin's  system, — to  "  reject  the  tra- 
ditionary doctrine  of  the  priesthood  altof^ethcr.  The  difhcuHy  was,  how 
to  ensure  the  promi.-j(;d  grace  attached  to  the  sacraments.  To  obviate 
this,  he  conceived  and  tauglit  that  tlie  faith  of  the  receiver,  not  the  act 
of  con.secration,  is  the  cause  of  grace  in  tlic  sacraments.  Thus  lie  con- 
stituted every  man  hi.s  own  priest."  Sec  the  Rev.  T.  T.  Carter's  admi- 
rable volume,  "The  Doctrine  of  the  Priesthood  in  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land," ch.  iv.     (Masters,  1857.) 
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again,  "  To  whom  (the  clergy)  Christ  hath  imparted 
power  over  that  mystical  Body  which  is  the  society  of 
souls,  and  over  that  natural,  which  is  Himself,  for  the 
knitting  of  both  in  one;  a  work  which  antiquity  doth 
call  the  making  of  Christ's  Body  ^." 

These  statements  (which  it  is  to  be  hoped  will  be 
allowed  their  due  place  by  those  who  rest  their  Eucha- 
ristic  faith  implicitly  on  the  authority  of  Hooker)  would 
seem  to  shew  that  his  view — for  he  has  nowhere  put 
it  together  as  a  whole  —  was  that  a  kind  of  (/rant 
was  made  to  the  elements  by  consecration,  in  virtue 
of  which  they,  on  reception,  ensured  to  the  receiver 
Christ's  Body  and  Blood :  their  condition,  till  then, 
being  unknown  and  unimportant. 

But  how  was  Hooker  induced  to  adopt  his  conclu- 
sion from  premises  so  different  from  those  on  which 
a  similar  one  was  based  by  others  ?  It  is  clear  from 
his  own  words  that  it  was  as  a  kind  of  concordat 
or  pacification ;  as  a  point  up  to  which,  all  parties, 
he  imagined,  were  agreed,  and  which  he  persuaded 
himself,  not  without  some  balancing  and  hesitation*^, 
was  all  that  was  necessary.  Surveying  the  several 
views  of  the  Roman  Church,  of  Luther  and  of  Calvin, 
(that  of  Zuinglius  he  conceived  to  be  identical  with 
Calvin's,)  he  found,  or  imagined,  that  all  w^ere  agreed 
that  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ,  and  the  whole  Per- 
son of  Christ,  are  imparted  to  the  faithful  receiver  ^ 
And  taking  this  to  be  the  one  great  purpose  of  the 

b  V.  kxvii.  1,  2. 

•=  "  But  seeing  that  by  openiug  the  several  opinions  which  have  been 
held,  they  are  grown,  for  aught  I  can  see,  on  all  sides  at  length,  to 
a  general  agreement  concerning  that  which  alone  is  material .  .  .  con- 
sider hy  itself  icJiat  cause  why  the  rest  in  question  should  not  be  rather 
left  as  superfluous  than  urged  as  necessary."     V.  Ixvii.  7. 

"  kvii.  6—11. 
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Eucharist,  as  it  is  doubtless  a  very  principal^  one, 
namely,  to  nourisli  the  being  of  man  by  the  reception 
of  Christ;  he  conceived,  in  evil  hour,  the  idea  of 
ignoring^,  as  unimportant,  the  condition  of  the  ele- 
ments previously  to  the  moment  of  reception.  Well 
might  his  opponents  rejoin,  that  the  English  Church 
did  not  consider  it  a  matter  so  indifferent ;  as  appeared 
by  her  speaking  of  Transubstantiation  as  "  overturn- 
ing the  nature  of  the  Sacrament  ^."  But  it  is  plain, 
that  in  his  eager  desire  to  find  a  common  standing- 
ground  for  all  parties,  he  shut  his  eyes  to  the  im- 
portance which  necessarily  attaches,  as  is  proved  by 
the  whole  history  of  the  Church,  to  right  conceptions 
of  the  efiects  of  consecration.  Neither  did  he,  after  all, 
succeed  in  maintaining  in  his  own  person  the  negative 
and  uninquiring  position  which  he  advocated.  To  be 
consistent,  he  ought  to  have  ofiered  no  opinion,  nor 
laid  down  any  position,  as  to  whether  the  Elements 
were  or  were  not,  before  reception,  the  Body  and  Blood 
of  Christ,  Whereas  he  proceeded  to  affirm,  and  to 
argue  for,  the  negative,  that  That  Presence  "  is  not  to 
he  sought  for  in  the  Sacrament.'* 

It  further  appears  from  Hooker's  language,  that  he 
was  not  aware  of  the  important  distinction  to  be  main- 
tained in  accordance  with  all  antiquity ;  namely,  that 
the  Presence  which  is  connected  with  the  Elements, 


*  For  proof  that  it  is  not  the  only  one,  see  above,  Part  I.  cli.  ii. 
sect.  2. 

'  "The  fruit  of  tlie  Eucharist  is  the  participation  of  Christ .  .  .  Sith 
we  all  agree  that  by  the  Sacrament  Christ  doth  really  perform  Ilis  i)ro- 
mise,  why  do  we  vainly  trouble  ourselves  with  so  fierce  contentious 
whether  .  .  .  the  Sacrament  itself  be  first  possessed  with  Christ,  or  no  i* 
a  thing  which  nolhing  can,  citlier  further  or  hinder  us,  howsoever  it 
ttaii'l."    lb.,  sect.  6, 

«  Chriatiuu  Letter,  quoted  iu  Keblc's  note. 
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or  by  consecration,  is  tliat  of  the  Body  and  Blood  of 
Christ,  and  no  more ;  wliilc  to  the  faithful  receiver  it 
is  That  of  Christ  Himself  that  is  imparted. 

Let  us  look,  again,  at  the  argimients  from  Scripture 
upon  which  he  relies.  "  With  this,"  he  says,  "  the 
very  order  of  Scripture  agreeth ;  first,  '  take  and  eat ;' 
then  '  This  is  My  Body  which  is  broken  for  you :'  first 
'Drink  ye  all  of  this;'  then  followeth,  'this  is  My 
Blood  of  the  New  Testament,  which  is  shed  for  many 
for  the  remission  of  sins.'  I  see  not  which  way  it 
should  be  gathered  by  the  words  of  Christ,  when  and 
where  the  bread  is  His  Body,  or  the  Cup  His  Blood, 
but  only  in  the  very  heart  and  soul  of  him  that  re- 
ceiveth  them."  He  rehes,  that  is,  on  the  order  of 
our  Lord's  address,  as  absolutely  determinative  of  the 
sense  in  which  the  second  member  of  it  is  to  be  inter- 
preted, and  as  sufficient  to  set  aside  the  literal  and 
unqualified,  in  favour  of  the  improper  and  restrained, 
sense  of  it; — a  slender  presumption  or  impression, 
indeed,  to  bear  the  stress  of  so  weighty  a  conclusion. 
And  it  is  the  more  surprising  that  he  should  attach'' 
such  importance  to  it,  since,  on  examination  of  the 
four  accounts  of  the  Listitution,  the  order  thus  insisted 
on  is  by  no  means  found  to  pervade  all  of  them.  Li 
one,  the  giving  of  the  Bread,  in  another  that  of  the 
Qm"!^, iwecedes''  the  information  given  as  to  the  intent 
of  the  action ;  in  one  "^  of  them  no  instruction  is  re- 

''  Not  that  it  is  an  argument  of  Hooker's  own  devising :  it  had  been 
used  by  Cranmer  in  defence  of  his  later  views  of  the  Eucharist.  See 
his  "Responsio"  at  the  disputation  at  Oxford,  April  10th,  1554, 

'  St.  Luke  xxii.  19,  "  This  is  My  Body,  which  is  given  for  you :  this 
do  La  remembrance  of  Me."  1  Cor.  xi.  25,  "This  cup  is  the  New  Tes- 
tament in  My  Blood ;  this  do  ye,  as  oft  as  ye  drink  it,  in  remembrance 
of  Me." 

^  St.  Luke  xxii.  20. 
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corded  as  to  the  Cup,  either  before  or  after.  It  is  im- 
possible to  found  any  argument  on  so  slenderly  sup- 
ported an  allegation.  And  the  impression  which  the 
address  conveys  is,  in  reality,  on  a  full  consideration 
of  the  whole  of  it,  (Hooker  quotes  but  a  part,)  the  very 
contrary  of  that  which  he  would  have  us  derive  from 
it.  The  obvious  sense  is,  that  That  which  Christ  had 
taken,  and  blessed,  and  which  He  now  desired  them 
to  eat  and  drink,  declaring  It  to  be  His  Body  and 
Blood,  was  therefore  to  be  eaten  and  drunk,  because 
It  was  already  such.  And  it  may  further  be  safely 
asked  whether,  since  the  world  began,  any  food  was 
ever  heard  of  which  only  became  food  at  the  moment 
when  it  was  to  be  received,  and  with  an  absolute  de- 
pendence on  such  reception  as  about  to  ensue  ?  And 
if  not,  could  the  Apostles  possibly  conceive  anything 
else  from  our  Lord's  words,  than  that  what  He  was 
giving  them  was  Heavenly  Food  already  ? 

And  here  Hooker's  own  famous  and  weighty  canon 
of  Scripture  interpretation  comes  in  with  telling  force 
against  him.  "I  hold  it,"  says  he,  "for  a  most  in- 
fallible rule  in  expositions  of  sacred  Scripture,  that 
lohere  a  literal  construction  will  stand,  the  farthest 
from  the  letter  is  commonly  the  tcorst.  There  is  nothing 
more  dangerous  than  this  licentious  and  deluding  art, 
which  changeth  the  meaning  of  words,  as  alchemy 
doth  or  would  the  substance  of  metals,  making  of 
everything  what  it  listcth,  and  bringing  in  the  end  all 
trutli  to  nothing.  Or  howsoever  such  voluntary  ex- 
ercise of  wit  might  be  borne  with  otherwise,  yet  i?i 
places  which  usually  serve  to  he  alleged  for  grounds 
and ]jrinci2)les,  less  is  pej'wittcdy 

Anotlicr  argument  alleged  ])y  Hooker  is  this:  "If 
on  all  sides  it  be  confessed  that  by  water  we  recei' 
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the  grace  of  Baptism,  though  it  be  ucitlier  seated  in 
the  water  nor  the  water  changed  into  it,  Avhat  should 
induce  men  to  think  that  the  grace  of  the  Eucharist 
must  needs  be  in  tlie  Eucharist  before  it  can  be  in  us 
that  receive  it  ?"  This  question  has  already  been  an- 
swered by  anticipation.  Tlic  answer  simply  is,  that  it 
is  nowhere  said  that  the  AVatcr  in  13aj)tism  is  the  Holy 
Spirit;  whereas  it  is  distinctly  said  that  the  Bread 
and  Wine  are  the  broken  and  poured  out  Body 
and  Blood  of  Christ.  And  on  this  is  founded  the 
difference  of  form  and  character  between  the  two 
Sacraments. 

Hooker's  last  argument  is,  that  St.  Paul  interprets 
our  Lord's  words  as  signifying  "  The  Communion  of 
]\Iy  Body,"  "  The  Communion  of  My  Blood."  But 
he  has  failed  to  notice  that  St.  Paul  does  not  say, — 
"  The  Bread  which  w^e  eat,  is  it  not  the  Communion 
of  the  Body  of  Christ?"  but  "  The  Bread  which  we 
break"  " the  Cup  which  we  bless .-"  thus  clearly  de- 
claring the  act  of  consecration  to  impart  to  the  ele- 
ments then  and  there  wdiatever  of  grace  or  new  cha- 
racter they  possess. 

Surely,  then,  seeing  that  Hooker  thus  inconclu- 
sively, and,  on  his  own  shewing,  thus  inadmissibly, 
argues ;  seeing  that,  without  offering  to  harmonize  its 
parts,  he  presents  us  with  a  Eucharistic  theory  "  part 
of  iron  and  part  of  clay,"  the  old  belief  in  a  Eucha- 
ristic blessing  incongruously  matched  wifh  Calvin's 
'  simultaneous'  theory  of  yesterday ;  seeing,  finally,  that 
all  this  is  done  under  the  visible  influence  of  a  desire 
to  heal  the  dissensions  of  Christendom  : — we  can  be  at 
no  loss  what  value  to  set  upon  this  particular  deter- 
mination of  our  great  and  philosophic  Divine.  This 
great  Master  may  be  easily  bound  with  his  o\yn  spells. 
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AVe  may  safely  appeal  from  Hooker  seeking  for  peace, 
to  Hooker  asking  after  truth ;  from  the  heart  of  the 
man  yearning  over  the  divisions  of  Christendom,  to 
the  testimony  of  the  faithful  Priest  and  Doctor  of  the 
Church,  handing  on  the  traditions  of  Catholic  Chris- 
tianity. 

And  the  truth  is — with  all  respect  for  so  great  a 
name  be  it  spoken — that  the  subject  of  the  Holy 
Eucharist  had  not  been  mastered  by  Hooker  in  all  its 
bearings :  as  clearly  appears  from  his  attaching  little 
importance  to  it  in  its  oblationary  or  sacrificial  cha- 
racter ;  for  which  he  is  taken  to  task  even  by  so  mode- 
rate a  writer  as  Waterland'.  Had  he  been  more  fully 
acquainted  with  this  side  of  the  subject,  more  espe- 
cially as  it  is  presented  in  the  Liturgies,  he  must  have 
acknowledged  the  necessity  of  holding  to  the  ancient 
views  and  language  as  to  the  consecrated  but  as  yet 
unreceived  Elements. 

Lastly,  tlie  view  now  under  consideration  finds  no 
real  countenance  in  the  formularies  of  the  English 
Church.  Of  this  a  sufficient  demonstration,  perhaps, 
has  been  given  in  the  historical  examination  of  them 
made  in  the  course  of  these  pages.  Even  the  Second 
13ook  of  Edward  A^L,  since  it  recognised  the  doctrines 
of  the  Eirst,  cannot  be  successfully  appealed  to :  and 
subsequent  Revisions  did  but  bring  out  these  doctrines 
with  more  distinctness.     This  is  beginning  to  be  ad- 

'  "  The  Fathers  call  usually  the  ministry  of  the  Gospel  Pricstiiood 
in  regard  of  that  wliich  the  Gospel  hath  proportionable  to  ancient 
sacrifices,  namely,  the  Communion  of  the  Blessed  Body  and  Blood  of 
Clirist,  although  it  have  properly  now  no  sacrifice."  (Sec  Notes  to 
Ki'ble's  Hooker,  V.  Ixxviii.  3.)  Tiiesc  words  do  not  aljsolutcly  exclude 
the  view  of  the  Eucharist  being  a  sacrifice,  as  Waterland  admits; 
tliough  he  rightly  says,  "  I  connncnd  not  such  new  language  :  the 
Fathers  never  used  it." 
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niitted'"  by  the  more  intelligent  and  candid  upliolders 
of  the  Calvinistic  theory. 

XVI.  The  fact,  however,  that  such  a  view  should, 
in  any  quarter,  however  untruly,  have  been  deemed 
compatible  with  the  English  formularies, — with  her 
Comnuuiion  Office  more  especially, — points  out  not 
obscurely  what  is  the  exact  need  of  the  English 
Church  as  concerns  the  setting  forth  and  upholding 
of  the  Eucharistic  Mystery. 

It  has  appeared,  on  carefully  comparing  the  posi- 
tions maintained  by  her,  with  those  of  the  ancient 
Church  for  a  thousand  years,  that  no  departure  from 
the  true  standard,  either  in  the  way  of  defect  or  excess, 
can  properly  be  charged  upon  her.  She  holds,  as 
the  ancient  Church  throughout  the  world  ever  did, 
that  the  Eucharistic  Elements,  on  consecration,  are 
the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ ;  yet  still,  as  did  the 
Church  for  a  thousand  years,  that  they  remain  never- 
theless true  Bread  and  Wine.  She  does  not  hold, 
as  neither  did  the  Church  of  old,  that  the  Elements 
are  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ  in  Their  natural 
condition,  but  in  one  altogether  inconceivable,  spiri- 
tual, and  heavenly ;  nor  yet  that  the  Elements  are 
annihilated  or  lose  any  natural  property,  but  only 
that  they  are  exalted  above  their  natural  condition. — 
She  holds,  as  the  Church  has  ever  done,  that  on  the 
reception  of  the  consecrated  Elements  by  faithful  men, 
not  only  are  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ  received, 
but  Christ  Himself  in  His  entire  Person,  God  and 
Man,  enters  into  them  and  dwells  in  them.  She  does 
not  believe,  as  neither  did  the  Church  for  a  thousand 

"  See  more  especially  the  ablest  work  which  has  appeared  on  that 
side  of  the  question,  "Liturgical  Purity  our  Rightful  Inheritance." 
By  J.  C.  Fisher,  M.A.  (1S57.) 
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years,  the  elements  themselves  to  be  by  consecration 
made  more  than  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ ;  that 
the  Human  Soul  ^  of  Christ  is  made  present  by  conse- 
cration, and  consequently  His  entire  and  living  Per- 
son in  Body,  Soul,  and  Divinity. — She  holds  with 
the  Church,  that  Christ  by  His  Divinity  is  myste- 
riously present,  according  to  His  promise,  as  at  all 
other  ordinances  of  the  Church,  so  especially  at  the 
celebration  of  the  Holy  Communion,  ministering  by 
the  hands  of  the  clergy,  and  abiding  in  the  midst  of 
His  people  gathered  together  with  them  in  His  Name. 
She  does  iiot  believe,  as  neither  did  the  ancient  Church, 
that  He  is  present,  in  virtue  of  the  consecration  of 
the  Elements,  as  an  object  of  Divine  worship,  to  be 
then  and  there  directed  to  Him  as  so  present;  but 
that,  profoundly  reverenced  as  present  for  the  pur- 
poses aforesaid,  it  is  as  in  Heaven,  and  as  in  Heaven 
alone,  that  He  is  to  be  worshipped. — She  believes 
with  the  whole  Church,  that  the  Elements  are  to  be 
profoundly  and  intensely  reverenced  as  the  Body  and 
Blood  of  Christ.  She  does  not  believe  that  either  as 
being  such,  or  on  any  other  grounds,  they  are  to  be 
worshipped  with  proper  adoration. 

And  as  she  thus  holds  neither  less  nor  more  than 
was  held  by  the  Church  of  old,  so  neither  does  she 
upon  any  false  premises  base  any  novel  practice.  She 
directs  no  act  of  worship  towards  any  other  Object 
or  Place  than  towards  Cod  and  Christ  in  Heaven  ; 
she  makes  not  that  act  to  be  solitary  which  Christ 
ordained   to    be  social;    nor  of  Christ's  Two  awful 

"  It  is  very  remarkable  tbat  the  lieviscrs  of  the  Office  were  prc- 
Bcrved  from  confirming  this  erroneous  statement  of  the  middle  ages  ; 
since  it  is  iinprobablc  that  they  had  any  very  clear  perception  of  its 
fatal  character. 
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Encharistic  Gifts  takes  away  One;  nor  calls  that 
a  Sacrifice  in  which  men  are  not  made  partakers  of 
the  Altar.  And  in  all  this  she  is  perfectly  at  one 
with  herself;  no  proper  contradiction  between  her 
doctrines  and  her  ritual  practices,  or  between  one  of 
her  Encharistic  dogmas  and  another,  can  be  pointed 
out.  All  this  has  been  clearly  and  historically  es- 
tablished. 

With  the  exception  of  one  or  two  bodies  in  the 
East,  there  is  not  a  Church  in  the  world  that  can 
say  as  much.  The  Greek  Church  has  indeed  a  noble 
and  pure,  and  perfectly  expressive  ritual ;  but  her 
dogmatic  code  is  disfigured  by  decrees,  of  however 
late  introduction,  absolutely  irreconcileable  with  her 
ancient  and  unchanged  Liturgy.  The  Roman  Church, 
it  has  been  abundantly  shewn,  besides  the  utter  con- 
trariety of  her  doctrines  and  practices  to  those  of  the 
ancient  Chm'ch,  is  absolutely  irreconcileable  with  her- 
self. Her  dogmas  contradict  one  another,  her  Encha- 
ristic theory  is  a  tangled  skein  of  contradictions.  She 
has  utterly  failed  to  harmonize  the  system  of  doctrine 
she  has  elaborated,  or  to  justify  her  portentous  de- 
partures from  the  ancient  Encharistic  practice.  The 
two  doctrines  in  particular,  by  which  she  has  revolu- 
tionized the  Church's  ancient  system, — namely,  the 
claim  of  Divine  w'orship  for  the  Elements,  and  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Cup  from  the  laity, — both  alike  rest 
on  what  are  even  by  her  own  shewing  pure  and  in- 
tolerable fictions,  not  merely  unknown  to  the  ancient 
Church,  but  incapable  of  being  intelligibly  held ; 
those  fictions  being,  that  by  the  consecration  the  ele- 
ments are  destroyed,  and  that  the  Human  Soul  and  the 
entire  Person  of  Christ  are  substituted  in  their  stead. 

No  such  corruptions  or  contradictious  are  charge- 
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able  upon  the  English  Church.  But  it  is  plain  that 
her  formularies  are  not  so  clearly  didactic  as  to  that 
Eucharistic  Presence  which  she  certainly  intended 
to  recognise,  as  to  have  precluded  hitherto  the  p(js- 
sibihty  of  their  being  taken  in  another  sense.  It  is 
true  that  as  the  Eucharistic  question  itself,  and  the 
historically  ascertained  animus  of  these  formularies, 
come  to  be  better  apprehended,  a  juster  conception  of 
her  doctrine  must  be  continually  on  the  increase  ;  and 
that  the  erroneous  one  is  even  now  all  but  intellec- 
tually extinct.  But,  from  causes  already  pointed  out, 
her  real  mind  in  these  respects  has  need  to  be  written 
yet  more  legibly,  and  beyond  all  possibility  of  mistake, 
in  her  form  of  ritual  administration,  if  she  is  to  win 
the  generality  of  her  children  to  a  universal  and  habi- 
tual conformity,  through  her  nurture,  with  the  ancient 
mind  of  the  Church  Universal  concerning  the  higher 
and  supranatural  side  of  the  Eucharistic  Mystery. 


Ilrinttb  by  Wti%x%.  Piulur,  ffonimiuluf.  ©cfotb. 
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1*.  29,  lino  10  from  bottom,  for  "  in  the  respect"  read  "  in  respect" 
P.  48,  line  7  from  bottom,  for  "divisions"  read  "division" 
P.  54,  line  11  from  top,  for  "  function"  read  "  functions" 
P.  61,  line  9  from  top,  for  "  rupture  accordingly,"  read  "  rupture,  accord- 
ingly." 
P.  64,  line  15  from  top,  for  "Presence  in  the  Eucharist  of  "  read  "  Presence, 

in  the  Eucharist,  of" 
P.  73,  line  8  from  bottom,  for  "  in  decrees"  read  "  in  the  decrees" 

—  line  5  from  bottom,  for  "  holding  the"  read  "holding,  with  the" 

—  line  4  from  bottom,  for  "  belief  that"  read  "  belief,  that" 
P.  76,  note  •',  line  1,  for  "  9,"  read  "  q." 
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In  brino-ing  tbis  work  to  a  conclusion,  the  writer 
has  to  express  his  regret  that  a  period  of  seven  years 
should  have  elapsed  between  the  publication  of  the 
First  and  the  completion  of  the  Second  Volume.  He 
ventures  to  hope,  however,  that  the  circumstances, 
which  have  retarded  his  labours,  have  tended  to  ma- 
ture the  fruits  of  them,  and  to  render  the  present 
volinnc  in  some  degree  less  unworthy  of  its  great 
subject.  It  was  perhaps  not  unfitting  that  a  treatise 
designed  to  unfold,  both  theoretically  and  for  prac- 
tical use,  the  nature  of  our  Offices  of  Public  Worship, 
should,  though  begun  in  the  comparative  leisure  of 
a  Collegiate  Institution,  be  completed  amidst  the  mi- 
nisterial and  eucharistic  cares  of  an  English  Parish. 

In  the  first  chapter  of  this  Part,  the  basis  of  an 
inquiry  into  the  true  nature  of  the  Holy  Eucharist  is 
laid  in  a  careful  exegesis  of  so  much  of  the  Old  Tes- 
tament as  bears  upon  the  subject  of  Sacrifice  :  it 
being  manifest,  that  to  ascertain  the  true  relation  of 
that  Ordinance  to  the  Sacrifice  of  the  Death  of  Christ, 
were  to  solve  all  principal  questions  relating  to  it. 
And  it  is  shewn,  that  sucli  an  exegesis  tends  to  bear 
out,  in  every  particular,  the  ancient  ecclesiastical  con- 
ception of  tiie  Rite,  as  embodied  for  us  in  the  early 
writers  and  Liturgies.  Some  apology  is  perhaps  due 
for  the  length  to  which  this  chapter  lias  readied  :    but 
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the  iniportiuifo  of  the  siihjeet,  and  tlic  widely  prevail- 
ing misconceptions  respecting  it,  forbade  a  less  ex- 
tended treatment.  Of  the  real  nature  of  the  Mosaic 
sacrificial  scheme  in  particular,  it  is  not  too  much 
to  say  that  no  writer,  English  or  German,  however 
laborious,  from  Mede,  Outram,  and  Patrick,  to  Magee, 
liengstenberg,  and  Bahr,  seems  to  have  formed  even 
the  most  remotely  just  apprehension. 

In  the  second  chapter  attention  is  drawn  to  two 
new  and  hitherto  unexplored  sources  of  liturgical 
illustration.  First,  the  general  form  or  outline  com- 
mon to  all  Liturgies  or  Communion  Offices  is  traced 
— it  is  hoped  convincingly — to  a  reverent  following 
on  the  part  of  the  Church  of  the  entire  course  of 
events  at  the  Last  Supper,  as  detailed  in  the  combined 
Evangelical  narrative ;  and  again,  that  course  of  events 
itself,  so  far  as  it  was  directly  ritual,  is  shewn  to  have 
taken  for  its  immediate  basis  not  (as  is  commonly  sup- 
posed) the  annual  Passover  Service,  but  certain  rites 
of  the  Jewish  household  and  synagogue,  observed  in 
w^eekly  memorial  of  the  great  national  Redemption. 
Great  assistance  is  obtained  from  these  two  sources 
in  ascertaining  the  theoretical  structure  and  practical 
design  of  all  Eucharistic  Service. 

In  the  third  chapter,  the  descent  and  history  of  the 
EngUsh  Communion  Office  are  traced  out.  It  is 
shewn  that  a  very  serious  change  took  place  more  or 
less  in  the  order  of  all  liturgies  in  the  course  of  the 
second  century  ;  affecting,  however,  those  of  the  West 
in  a  secondary  degree  only :  and  that  both  this  dis- 
turbance, and  others  which  the  Roman,  and  through 
it  the  English  Rite,  subsequently  underwent,   were 
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(incidentally  in  a  measure)  remedied  at  the  Eevision 
of  the  sixteenth  centmy.  The  result  is,  that  the  ex- 
isting English  Rite,  though  in  some  points  less  ex- 
pressive than  could  be  desired,  is  in  point  of  order 
more  exactly  conformable  than  any  other  in  the  world 
to  what  seems  to  have  been  the  primitive  and  Apo- 
stolic model. 

In  the  fourth  chapter,  our  existing  Communion 
Office  is  viewed  by  the  light  of  the  previous  investi- 
gations. Its  continuity  and  oneness  with  the  earlier 
forms  is  fully  demonstrated:  and  the  old  sacrificial 
and  liturgical  principles  are  applied  both  to  elucidate 
its  structure,  and  to  furnish  practical  suggestions  as  to 
the  manner  of  taking  part  in  it. 

The  entire  work,  with  all  its  manifold  imperfec- 
tions, of  which  the  writer  is  deeply  sensible,  is  now 
humbly  commended,  not  without  anxiety,  to  the  in- 
dulgent consideration  of  the  Church  of  this  country. 

It  only  remains  for  him  to  record  his  most  grateful 
acknowledgments  to  those  who  have  in  various  ways 
assisted  and  encouraged  him  in  the  prosecution  of  his 
work.  More  especially  to  his  early  friend  and  alum- 
nus, A.  J.  B.  Eeresford  Hope,  Esq.,  D.C.L.,  for  the 
suggestion''  of  trains  of  thought  here  followed  out, 
for  the  loan  of  ritual  books,  and  much  other  valuable 
intercourse.  To  the  Hon.  G.  F.  Boyle,  for  similar 
assistance,  and  for  the  shelter  afforded  by  his  noble 
Collegiate  Institution  in  the  Isle  of  Cumbrae,  Scot- 
land, during  the  earlier  stage  of  the  work.  Lastly,  to 
tlic  Ivight  Kev.  Eather  in  God,  Henry,  Lord  Bishop  of 

•  Sec  vol.  i.  p.  IGO. 
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Exeter,  for  ninii}'  unsolicited  and  undeserved  kind- 
nesses, by  which  he  has  marked  his  favourable  esti- 
mate of  the  endeavour  here  made,  after  his  example, 
to  clear  for  the  English  Church  her  ritual  and  sacra- 
mental position.  The  sense  of  that  kindness  has,  next 
to  the  hope  of  doing  good  service  to  the  Church, 
mainly  upheld  and  encouraged  the  writer  in  the  labor 
improhus  of  completing  his  undertaking. 

May  it  tend  to  the  glory  of  Almighty  God,  by  the 
promotion  of  His  truth,  and  of.IIis  true  and  pure 
worship  among  us. 


The  following  prayer,  adopted  from  a  predecessor 
in  ritual  studies,  may  best  serve  for  a  Dedication  to 
this  volume,  and  to  the  labours  of  fifteen  years  : — 

"  Dico  Tibi  et  consecro  opera  mea,  Poxtifex  Sempiteene,  qui 
discessurus  de  hoc  mundo  ad  Patrem,  factus  Sacerdos  tuse  vic- 
timse,  et  victima  tui  Sacerdotii,  Corporis  et  Sanguinis  Tui  admi- 
rabile  niysterium  instituisti.  Tuo  fulgore,  quemadmodum  spero, 
illustratus,  has  rerum  Liturgicarum  disquisitiones  aggressus  sum, 
priscos  Ecclesise  Ritus  perlustrans,  quantum  Tu  posse  dedisti, 
de  cujus  plenitudine  omnes  accipiimt.  lutravi  ubi  aperuisti, 
asserendo  et  defendendo  quae  certa  sunt,  incerta  vero  et  occulta 
sollicite  exquirendo,  donee  Tu,  qui  hominem  doces  scientiam, 
latcntem  veritatem  servis  Tuis  mauifestes.  Tuum  nunc  est  hunc 
qualemcunque  laborem  benigno  favore  prosequi;  ut  Fideles  Tui, 
ad  quorum  manus  pervenerit,  tantum  mysterium  impensius  co- 
lant,  et  profectu  accrescente  frequentent :  reliqui  vero,  qui 
erroribus  adhseserunt,  auspice  Te,  reducantur  in  viam  a  qua 
infeliciter  aberrarunt.  Hoc  votum  meum  est  in  Te  et  per  Te, 
Jcsu  Christe  Eedemptor  mundi,  qui  omnium  desideriorum  meo- 
rum  Scopus  et  meta  es,  et  merces  mea  magna  nimis.  Amen." 
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CHAPTER   I. 

ON  THE  THEORY  OF  THE  CHURCH's  EUCHAUISTIC  WORSHIP. 

SECTION  I. 

It  is  difficult  to  imagine  that  anything  can  more 
nearly  concern  the  well-being  of  the  Church  of  God, 
than  that  her  members,  in  every  age,  should  conceive 
aright  of  her  highest  act  of  Divine  Worship  and  Com- 
munion, the  IToLY  Eucharist.  To  bring  about  such 
a  result,  or  in  any  degree  to  contribute  to  it,  no 
labour  ought  to  be  deemed  too  great ;  no  research, 
especially  into  the  mine  of  Holy  Scripture,  too  pro- 
found or  extensive.  "  To  seek"  there  "  for  knowledge'* 
on  this  great  subject,  "  as  for  silver,  and  to  search  for 
it  as  for  hid  treasures,"  is  surely  the  dictate  alike  of 
piety  and  of  wisdom. 

Yet  so  it  is,  that,  whether  through  despair  of  mas- 
tering a  department  of  Scrij)tural  study  confessedly 
requiring  much  patient  attention,  or  from  not  being 
duly  alive  to  its  paramount  importance  as  a  source 
of  information,  those  who,  in  the  later  ages  of  the 
Church,  have  treated  of  Eucharistic  (piestions,  have 
left  one  vast  and  rich  vein  of  Eucharistic  lore  but  very 
imperfectly  ami  superficially  investigated. 

I  speak  of  the  Scriptures  of  the  Oi-d  Testament, 
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considered  as  a  record  of  religious,  and  specially 
of  sacrijicial  ordinance,  ])rcvious  to  the  Coming  of 
Christ. 

Nothing  is  more  common  than  to  find,  on  the  one 
hand,  works  treating  expressly  of  the  Holy  Eucharist, 
which  yet  make  either  no  enquiry  at  all,  or  enquiry 
of  the  most  slender  and  partial  kind,  into  the  con- 
stitution of  the  old  sacrificial  system ;  or  on  the  other 
hand,  treatises  on  the  old  sacrifices,  and  their  relation 
to  Christianity,  nearly  or  even  totally  devoid  of  any 
reference  to  the  Eucharist.  Whereas  it  may  safely  be 
affirmed  that, — whatever  else  may  be  necessary  to 
sound  Eucharistic  knowledge,  as  the  study  of  the 
New  Testament,  of  the  Liturgies  and  ecclesiastical 
writers, — one  thing  there  is  which  is  necessarily  pre- 
supposed in  all  recourse  that  may  be  had  to  those 
honoured  sources  of  information :  namely,  a  correct 
and  thorough  acquaintance  with  the  ancient  system 
of  pre-evangelic  Sacrifice.  And  conversely,  we  are 
absolutely  precluded  from  acquiescing  in  any  view  of 
the  old  sacrificial  system,  which  fails  to  assign  to  it 
a  most  important  bearing  on  the  interpretation  of  the 
Eucharist.  If  it  be  asked,  Why  ?  I  answer,  Simply 
because  it  was  on  the  vantage-ground  of  their  nurture 
under  that  system  that  the  Apostles  and  first  Chris- 
tians stood,  when  they  received  the  Eucharistic  Insti- 
tution :  thence,  and  thence  only,  proceeded  their 
capacity  for  comprehending  so  much  as  the  very 
terms  of  it. 

That  such  was  the  case  is  manifest  on  the  slightest 
consideration. 

In  the  first  place,  the  language  of  our  Blessed  Lord, 
on  that  occasion,  plainly  remanded  them  to  the  ancient 
sacrificial  system  for  the  elucidation  of  Llis  meaning. 
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This  is,  as  regards  one  clause  at  least  of  the  Institu- 
tion, perfectly  indisputable.  The  words  "  This  is  j\Iy 
Blood  of  the  New  Testament  (or  Dispensation)  which 
is  shed  for  you,"  are  incapable  of  any  other  interpre- 
tation. Questions  might  indeed  arise  as  to  the  force 
of  the  second  word  in  the  sentence; — as  to  the  rela- 
tion here  declared  to  exist  between  the  Element  ami 
the  Blood  of  Christ.  But  nothing  can  be  more  cer- 
tain than  the  two  following  positions  : — 

1.  That  the  term  "New  Dispensation"  is  a  term 
relative  and  retrosj)ective.  And  moreover,  that  by  this 
expression,  (since  no  further  explanation  is  vouch- 
safed,) the  character  of  the  New  Ordinance  and  Eco- 
nomy thus  announced  was  made  to  rest  on  the  known 
character  of  some  previous  and  obviously  parallel 
system. 

2.  That  the  words  "My  Blood  which  is  shed  for 
you"  are  sacrificial,  and  as  such  stamped  the  older 
system,  which  is  the  subject  of  the  reference,  as  a 
sacrificial  system ;  and  one,  too,  whose  sacrificial 
feature  of  hlood-sheddiiifj  in  behalf  of  man  would  fur- 
nish the  key  to  the  nature  and  effects  of  the  Blood- 
shedding  now  announced  as  a  feature  of  the  New 
Economy. 

Our  Lord,  then,  as  regards  this  one  clause,  at  any 
rate,  plainly  declared  that  His  meaning  was  to  be 
read  by  the  light  of  certain  earlier  sacrificial  pro- 
visions. 

But  if  so,  does  it  not  follow,  with  the  utmost  pro- 
bability, to  say  the  least,  that  His  language  was  to  bo 
interpreted  throughout  from  the  same  source,  and 
from  no  other  whatsoever?  And  in  full  accordance 
with  this  supposition,  we  observe  that  all  the  other 
expressions  used  by  Ilim  are,  without  exception,  found 
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to  occuv  ill  the  old  sncriticial  phraseology.  Such  are 
the  terms  "to  bless,"  "to  give  thanks,"  "to  give  or 
oiler"  (to  God)  "  a  body,"  "for  or  in  behalf  of" 
others;  "to  break  bread,"  "to  jjour  out  wine,"  as 
part  of  a  sacrificial  solemnity ;  to  "  eat  bread,"  "  to 
cat  of  a  body,"  "to  drink  wine,"  nay  even  "to  driidv 
blood,"  in  a  sacrificial  connection;  "a  covenant  or 
dispensation  ;"  "  to  do  or  offer  in  remembrance,"  or 
"to  make  a  memorial  \"  These  terms  are  in  them- 
selves capable,  it  is  true,  of  other  than  sacrificial  in- 
terpretations. But  their  occurrence  in  such  a  context, 
that  is  to  say  in  a  formula,  part  of  which  is  demon- 
strably to  be  expounded  by  the  light  of  the  old  sacri- 
ficial system  and  nomenclature,  seems  to  restrict  us, 
in  all  reason,  to  expound  them  out  of  the  same 
quarter. 

It  will  be  understood  that  it  is  not  here  affirmed 
that  the  Holy  Eucharist  was  from  the  first  declared 
to  be  a  Sacrifice ;  but  only  that,  by  the  distinct  inti- 
mation of  our  Lord  Himself,  its  nature  was  to  be 
ascertained  by  reference  to  a  system  in  itself  sacrificial. 

As  to  the  ran^e  which  that  reference,  or  parallel, 
was  to  take,  it  may  be  observed,  that  though  our 
Lord  migiit  not  umiaturally,  at  first  sight,  have  been 
understood  to  point  exclusively,  (as  doubtless  He 
referred  very  especially)  to  the  Mosaic  system,  under 
which  the  Apostles  were  brought  up,  His  words  con- 
tain, in  truth,  no  such  limitation.  No  one  dispensa- 
tion or  covenant  is  specified  as  having  an  exclusive 
commission  to  interpret  the  New  Ordinance :  much 
less  is  any  particular  rite  of  the  Mosaic  Listitution  so 
distinguished ;  such  as,  for  example,  the  Passover. 
That  high  festival  had,  no  doubt,  very  especial  func- 

•  Deut.  xxxii.  38;  Lev.  vii.  15,  ii.  6,  9;  Heb.  xiii.  10,  11. 
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tions  to  discharge  in  interpreting  to  man,  through  the 
medium  of  Jewish  experience  and  nnrtiu'e,  some  of 
tiie  inner  mysteries  of  the  Eucharist.  But  to  restrict 
enquiry  (as  lias  sometimes  in  later  ages  more  espe- 
cially been  done)  to  that  rite,  is  to  narrow  unwar- 
rantably the"  breadth  of  allusion  contained  in  the 
great  Institutive  Formula.  Doubtless  the  Church,  in 
reverently  seeking  out  the  meaning  of  those  words, 
■was  to  take  into  licr  view  no  single  Mosaic  ordinance 
or  ordinances,  but  the  Mosaic  Dispensation  in  the 
entire  extent  of  its  sacrificial  arrangements ;  nor  that 
Dispensation  only,  but  the  equally  sacrificial,  though 
less  developed  system,  vouchsafed  "  at  sundry  times 
and  in  divers  manners"  to  the  world, — to  Adam,  to 
Noah,  to  Meichisedek,  to  Abraham, — and  including 
in  the  wide  range  of  its  incidence  the  whole  human 
family.  She  was  to  apply  to  those  words  of  her  Lord, 
with  the  utmost  universality,  what  St.  Paul  has  said, 
in  a  more  restricted  sense,  of  certain  words  of  Jere- 
miah :  "  In  that  He  saitli,  A  New  Covenant,  He  hath 
made  the  first,"  even  all  former  sacrificial  dispensa- 
tions, "old."  And  He  referred  to  them  all  in  their 
entire  extent,  as  His  interpreters.  The  Eye  of  the  Sa- 
viour, in  pronouncing  those  memorable  words,  glanced, 
we  cannot  doubt,  over  the  whole  religious  cxj)erience 
through  which  He  Himself  had  conducted  mankind. 

For,  seeing  that  man  has  by  nature  no  knowledge 
whatever  of  sacrifice,  priesthood,  and  the  entire  cycle  of 
conceptions  belonging  to  them  ;  God  had  vouchsafed, 
from  the  very  fii'st,  by  processes  extending  over  the 
whole  pre-evangelic  period,  though  ehiborated  with 
peculiar  atlaptation  to  their  purpose  in  the  Mosaic 
system,  to  impart  a  menial  and  spiritual  trainint/  for 
i/ic  (ipprcltcnaion   of  Ilia  j)rirsll^  rutd  Hacrifirial  niijxic- 
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rics  of  Ihe  Gospel:  a  training  such  as,  we  may  be 
certain,  no  other  ])roccsscs  less  prolonn;ed  in  duration, 
or  less  chiborate  in  structure,  couhl  have  suppUed. 

Nor  liad  that  preparation,  as  we  shall  see,  in  the  case 
of  cither  Jew  or  Gentile,  failed  of  its  purpose :  what- 
ever ignorance  might  prevail,  in  the  one  case,  as  to 
the  position  of  the  old  Economy  in  the  scheme  of 
salvation  ;  or  in  the  other,  as  to  the  proper  Object 
of  sacrificial  worship.  And  now  that  a  new  world  of 
Pacts,  bearing  on  the  salvation  of  man,  was  emerging 
to  view,  and  a  new  era  of  religious  experience  was 
about  to  begin  its  course,  the  receptivity,  so  to  speak, 
of  the  men  of  that  day,  their  capacity  for  entering, 
under  Divine  guidance  and  illumination,  into  the 
sacrificial  aspect  of  those  Facts,  was  due  to  nothing 
else  than  to  their  training  under  the  ancient  sacri- 
ficial Economy. 

iNow,  although  the  training  thus  undergone,  and 
not  in  vain,  by  the  human  race,  can  never  be  repeated  ; 
nor  that  childhood  and  nonage  of  the  Church  of  God 
be  lived  over  again  :  it  is  nevertheless  manifest  to  what 
source  she  ought  to  turn  when,  from  whatever  cause, 
her  apprehension  of  the  great  verities  connected  with 
.  Christ's  Priesthood  and  Sacrifice  have  waxed  doubtful 
or  dim  within  her.  When  disputations  have  risen  up, 
as  for  the  last  800  years'*  they  have;  disputations  not 
as  to  the  cardinal  facts  or  events  of  the  Gospel,  but 
as  to  its  structure  as  a  sacrificial  scheme ;  and  spe- 
cifically concerning  the  true  relation  of  the  Eucharist 
to  the  Sacrifice  of  the  Death  of  Christ ; — then  it  is 
manifest  that  the  Church  cannot  too  diligently  or  too 
humbly  con  again  the  lessons  of  her  youth,  or  too 
profoundly  steep  herself  once  more,  even  to  the  very 

»  Sec  above,  lutroduclion  to  this  Part,  p.  7. 
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lips,  in  tlie  teacliings  of  the  Old  Testament,  and  of 
tlie  old  Sacrificial  Economy.  It  is  by  the  stndy,  not 
hasty  or  superficial,  but  patient  and  deep,  of  the 
ancient  law  and  practice  of  Sacrifice  and  Priest- 
hood, as  they  lie  in  the  pages  of  the  Cld  Testament, 
and  even  in  those  of  classical  antiquity,  that  she  must 
seek  to  realise  the  old  mental  position  on  these  sub- 
jects, and  thus  effectually  lay  again  the  old  foundations 
of  Encharistic  knowledge.  Not,  for  example,  until  we 
entertain  clear  and  correct  conceptions  as  to  the  vari- 
ous sacrificial  terms  employed,  and  operations  referred 
to,  in  our  Lord's  Eucharistic  language, — as  to  what 
was  effected  by  the  "  giving,'"  or  "  offering,"  of  the 
body"  of  a  slain  creature,  and  the  "  shedding  of  its 
blood,"  in  behalf  of  the  subjects  of  the  old  Economy  ; 
— what  were  the  benefits  of  "  eating"  and  "  drinking" 
as  of  a  sacrificial  meal,  whether  of  the  slain  "body," 
or  a2;ain  of  "  bread  and  wine  ;" — what  the  nature  and 
the  laws  of  sacrificial  "memorial,"  and  of  a  sacrificial 
"covenant"  or  "  dispensation  ;" — not  till  then  can  we 
be  said  to  have  mastered  even  the  rudiments  of  Eu- 
charistic truth,  the  very  alphabet  and  vocabulary  of 
Eucharistic  language. 

Unha[)pily,  the  vast  majority  of  writers'"  on  the  Old 
Testament, — indeed  I  know  of  no  consistent  exception, 
— while  they  have  so  far  pursued  this  course  of  en- 
qniry,  as  to  analyse  with  some  care  the  structure  and 
composition  of  the  old  sacrificial  system,  have  com- 
mitted the  fatal  error  of  denying  to  that  system  all 
])roper  reality  and  eflicacy  whatsoever.  Misled,  as  it 
should  seem,  by  certain  single  expressions  of  St.  Paul, 

''  Tlic  Summa  of  Tli.  Af|uiii.'i.s  (u.  i.  102,  al.)  will  answer  for  all  pre- 
vious writers;  save  oiily  that  he  has  overlooked  the  real  teiiour  of 
certain  passages  of  St.  Augustine  to  be  referred  to  hereafter. 
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uliii'h  must  ill  all  reason  bo  interpreted  by  the  whole 
tenour  of  his  teaehinf^,  they  have  conceived  that  the 
entire  scheme  of  ancient  sacrifice,  the  Mosaic  included, 
was  a  mere  picture  void  of  all  reality;  a  kind  of  di- 
vinely ordained  drama  enacted  before  the  eyes  of  men, 
solely  in  order  to  foreshcw,  (as  of  course  it  did,)  to 
them  of  old  time,  the  fact  of  Christ's  Death,  and  to 
furnish  the  later  ages  with  an  irrefragable  argument 
ill  ]>roof  of  the  Divine  pre-ordination  of  that  event. 
That  the  ofTering  of  bodies,  and  shedding  of  blood, 
the  eating  and  drinking  of  sacrificial  food,  had  any 
real  power  vested  in  them  of  old  time,  whether  to 
})lead  with  God,  or  to  benefit  man,  is  all  but  univer- 
sally assumed  to  be  incompatible  with  right  concep- 
tions of  Christ's  Sacrifice  of  Himself.  The  entire 
subject  will  be  entered  into  hereafter.  At  present  I 
will  only  point  out,  that  if  this  be  so,  then  we  are 
entirely  deprived  of  any  standard  of  reference  for  com- 
prehending the  words  of  the  Eucharistic  Institution. 
Unless  the  old  sacrifices  and  sacrificial  feastings  were 
realities ;  unless  they  actually  wrought  certain  eflPects 
both  Godward  and  manward,  both  in  the  Divine  and  the 
human  department  of  religious  action; — how  could  they 
possibly  expound  by  their  nature  and  effects,  within 
their  own  sphere,  (as  our  Lord  plainly  signified  that 
they  were  empowered  to  do,)  His  most  real  and  su- 
premely effective  Sacrificial  Action  ? 


In  what  has  been  said  hitherto,  the  necessity  there 
is  for  a  thorough  examination  of  the  old  sacrificial 
system,  in  order  to  understand  the  nature  of  the  Holy 
Eucharist,  has  been  rested  solely  on  the  language  of 
our  Lord  Himself  at  the  Institution.     But  the  same 
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conclusion  follows  from  a  view  of  all  such  passages  of 
the  New  Testament  as  describe  the  work  of  Christ  as 
sacrificial.  For  in  them  the  old  Ian2;ua2;e  is  used 
throughout.  It  was  eviclently  no  })art  of  the  Divine 
plan  to  introduce  into  the  world,  at  the  coming  of 
Christ,  new  sacrificial  language  or  conceptions.  All 
that  was  necessary  was,  that  men  should  rightly  apply 
the  old.  It  was  for  this  latter  purpose  only  that 
Divine  illumination  was  needed :  and  the  result  is 
embodied  for  us  in  the  Apostolic  teaching,  and  in  the 
Liturgies  of  the  Universal  Churcli.  Thus,  the  e.\- 
pressions"  "the  Lamb  that  taketh  away  sin;"  the 
"  offering  of  a  Body ;"  "  the  shedding  of  Blood  for 
the  remission  of  sins,"  or  "  to  make  an  atonement ;" 
"  an  offering  and  a  sacrifice  to  God  for  a  sweet  smell- 
ing savour;"  "to  bear  or  take"  (upon  the  person) 
"  the  sins  of  another ;"  "  to  cleanse  or  purify  by 
blood;"  "redemption,"  "priesthood,"  and  countless 
others,  employed  to  convey  to  us  ideas  of  Christ's 
sacrificial  work,  are  derived  solely  and  entirely  from 
the  old  system.  They  are  simply  an  inspired  appli- 
cation of  its  nomenclature  to  the  Christian  subject. 
Apart  from  the  knowledge  of  that  system  they  con- 
vey no  information  whatever.  In  a  word,  the  New 
Testament,  in  the  matter  of  Christ's  sacrificial  and 
jjriestly  operation,  is  throughout  wrillen  in  cipher; 
and  the  key  to  thiit  cipher  is  only  to  be  found  in  the 
old  .sacrificial  Economy. 

Nor   arc  there   wanting   express    intimations,   pro- 
l)hetic  and  apostolic,  that  the  nature  of  the  Eucharist 

'  St.  John  i.  20;  Ilcb.  X.  10,  (Lev.  xvii.  11) ;  1  Tct.  i.  19,  (Exod. 
xii.  5) ;  Lev.  x.\ii.  10 — 25  ;  Epii.  v.  2,  (Gcu.  viii.  21,  Lev.  i.  9j ; 
bt.  James  i.  29;  1  John  iii.  5;  Ilcb.  i.v.  28,  (Exod.  xxviii.  38,  Lev.  x. 
17,  Numb,  xviii   G,  Isa.  liii.  2);   1  John  i.  7;  Ilcb.  ix.  23;  Kcv.  i   5. 
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in  j)articiilar  is  to  be  uiulorstood  solely  by  the  liglit  of 
the  aneient  suorilicial  institutions.  The  prophet  Ma- 
lachi  foretells  that  "  in  every  place  incense  should  be 
offered,  and  a  pure  offering  {minchali)"  This  has 
with  great  consent  of  ancient  writers  and  Liturgies 
been  understood  of  the  Eucharist :  and  it  is  difficult 
to  conceive  what  else  it  can  refer  to.  But  the  an- 
nouncement is  entirely  in  terms  of  the  old  sacrificial 
system.  What  function,  then,  did  "  incense"  dis- 
charge under  the  old  religion  ?  What  did  the  "  min- 
chah"  from  the  days  of  Abel  to  the  coming  of  Christ, 
effect  for  the  worshippers?  It  is  when  these  ques- 
tions are  fully  answered,  but  not  until  then,  that  we 
are  in  a  position  to  derive  from  this  passage  any  real 
conception  of  the  nature  of  the  Eucharist. —  St.  Paul, 
again '^j  assumes  incidentally,  as  an  obvious  and  ad- 
mitted truth,  perfectly  familiar  to  those  whom  he  is 
addressing,  that  the  effects  which  accrued  to  the 
Christian  from  the  consecration  and  reception  of  the 
Eucharist,  and  to  the  Israelite  from  the  offering  and 
eating  of  certain  sacrifices,  were  perfectly  parallel,  and 

^  1  Cor.  XV.  21.  The  colierence  of  the  passage  is  as  follows.  His 
object  is  to  represent  the  awfuluess  of  idolatry,  as  being  a  means  of  com- 
municating the  very  nature  of  devils  to  men.  "  Flee  from  idolatry ;  I 
speak  as  to  wise  or  intelligent  persons ;  judge  ye  of  what  I  say.  The 
Cup  which  we  consecrate,  is  it  not  a  communion  or  means  of  partaking 
of  Christ's  Blood  ?  The  Bread  which  we  break,  is  it  not  a  means  of  par- 
taking of  Christ's  Body  ?  For  one  Bread,  one  Body  are  we,  though 
many ;  for  we  all  are  sharers  in  the  one  Bread.  Or,  again,  look  at  the 
fleshly  Israel :  are  not  they  who  eat  the  (personal  or  congregational) 
sacrifices,  partakers  of,  or  communicants  in,  the  (one)  altar  ?"  and  so,  it  is 
clearly  meant,  of  the  one  hod>/,  and  the  one  bread  continually  offered 
thereon ;  referring  to  the  daily  lamb  and  daily  meat-offering,  that  great 
continual  Burnt-sacrifice  which  (Exod.  xxix.  38 — 45)  was  the  secret  and 
the  means  of  their  unification,  and  of  their  continual  presentation  with 
acceptance  before  God,  and  communion  with  Him.  And  even  so,  he 
says,  idol  sacrifices  and  feastings  involve  communion  with  devils. 
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cf  the  same  kind.  The  Christian  mystery  of  Com- 
munion with  the  Body  of  Christ,  through  the  Eu- 
charist, has,  he  impHes,  its  perfect  counterpart  and 
analogue  in  the  IsraeUte's  communion  with  the  altar 
and  its  one  Burnt-sacrifice,  through  the  peace-offerings. 
Such  an  intimation  as  this,  while  it  gives  us  the  high- 
est idea  of  the  realifj/  of  the  Israelitish  sacrifices,  ought 
to  stimulate  us  to  the  utmost  degree  of  diligence  in 
seeking  out  the  nature  and  relations  of  the  offerings 
referred  to :  which  are,  be  it  observed,  not  those  of 
the  Passover  only,  or  of  any  special  occasion,  but  all 
such  sacrifices  as  were  partaken  of  by  the  worshippers  ; 
exactly  as,  in  the  original  Institution,  the  whole  field 
of  ancient  sacrifice  is  referred  to. 

So,  once  more,  St.  Paul  instructs  us,  that  when 
Moses  was  shewed  in  the  Mount  a  "  pattern,"  or 
"original,"  after  which  the  Tabernacle  was  to  be 
copied,  the  ultimate  object  of  this  Divine  provision 
was,  that  the  mhmlry  of  that  Tabernacle  might  be 
a  faithful  copy,  in  every  particular,  of  the  Ministry  of 
Christ  as  the  High  Priest  of  the  Christian  Churchy 
Now  in  what  did  that  older  ministry  consist,  or  what 
did  it  include?  It  manifestly  included  not  merely 
those  exalted  sacrifices  which  were  offered  personally 
by  the  Iligh  Priest  alone,  or  by  his  sons,  on  behalf  of 
tlie  whole  nation, — such  as  the  daily  Burnt  Offering, 
and  the  sacrifices  of  the  Day  of  Atonement ; — but  also, 
as  an  integral  and  most  important  part  of  it,  the 
sacrifices,   personal  or  congregational,  brought  from 

•  Il(b.  viii.  5.  "Who  sei-ve  unto,"  i.e.,  perform  tlie  service  or  minis- 
try of,  "  the  example,"  i.e.,  as  the  word  meant  formerly,  "  the  enpy  or 
imitation,  of  the  heavenly  things.  For  see,  saitii  he,  thou  make  all  things 
aecording  to  tlie  pattern  shewed  to  tiiee  in  the  mount.  But  now  llo 
(Christ)  liatli  obtained  a  more  execllent  ministry."  It  is  the  two  minis- 
tries,  therefore,  tliat  arc  the  ehief  subject  of  couiparisou. 
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time  to  time  by  the  people  for  presentation  on  the 
altar,  and  for  the  most  part  partaken  of  by  them. 
And  the  existence  of  such  sacrifices,  as  a  part  of  the 
Tabernacle  ministry,  nnqnestionably  gnarantecs  to  ns 
the  existence  of  similar  personal  and  congregational 
saerilices,  to  be  oilered  and  partaken  of  in  the  Chris- 
tian Chnrch,  as  a  branch  of  Christ's  Priestly  Minis- 
tration. Nor  does  St.  Paul  fail,  both  in  this  Epistle 
and  elsewhere,  fully  and  distinctly  to  recognise  the 
existence  of  such  Christian  sacrifices.  Thus  he  calls 
Christ  the  "  High  Priest  of  our  profession ;"  or,  as 
the  early  Church^  manifestly  understood  it,  "the 
High  Priest  of  our  offerings:''  the  word  rendered 
"  profession "  being  one  of  the  old  sacrificial  terms 
for  certain  personal  offerings  of  the  Mosaic  system. 
The  context  both  here,  and  in  another  place^,  where 
the  term  occurs,  plainly  speaks  of  Christ's  bringing 
to  God,  and  presenting  on  our  behalf,  some  offerings 
or  other  entirely  analogous  to  those  personal  ones  of 
the  old  Law.  And  lest  we  should  doubt  that  these 
Christian  offerings  had,  like  their  Mosaic  counterparts, 
an  outward  form,  however  they  might  be  a  means  of 
])resenting  inward  and  spiritual  sacrifices,  and  were 
like  them  partaken  of  as  well  as  offered,  St.  Paul  ex- 
pressly affirms  that  we  eat  of  them.     He  says  that 

'  Clemens  Rom.  ad  Cor.  i.  3G  lias  "  the  High  Priest  of  our  offerings ;" 
and  it  is  plain  that  he  is  referring  to  St.  Paul's  words  in  the  text, 
Ileb.  iii.  1.  For  he  had  jn.3t  spoken  of  "the  sacrifice  of  praise:"  and 
bfxoXoy'ia,  used  by  St.  Paul,  is  one  of  many  terms  in  LXX  for  that  sacri- 
fice. It  was  evidently  the  same  thing  in  St.  Clemens'  view  to  say  "  High 
Priest  of  our  irp6a<^opo.i"  as  "  of  our  bixoXoyia.''''  So  Origen  too,  c.  Cels. " 
viii.  33,  and  De  Orat.  c.  10 :  "  For  the  High  Priest  of  our  offerings  is 
the  Son  of  God :"  and  St.  Cyril  Alex,  in  two  passages,  for  which  see 
Johnson's  U.  S.,  App.,  p.  225.  Oxf.  Ed. 

^  Heb.  iv.  14 — 10,  where  SfioXoyla.  includes  all  manner  of  personal 
offerings  and  presentations  through  Christ. 
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"  we  have  an  altar,"  and  that  so  far  fioiu  our  falling 
short  of  the  old  system  in  the  matter  of  "eating"  of 
that  which  we  present  sacrificially  to  God,  we  go  be- 
yond it  in  that  respect.  For  wdiereas  the  peculiar 
class  of  congregational  or  personal  sacrifices  called 
"  sin-ofFerings"  were  not  of  old  time  allow^ed  to  be 
eaten  (or  only  by  the  j)riest,  and  the  national  sin- 
ofFerino'S  not  even  bv  him),  but  were  burnt  without 
the  camp ;  we  do  eat  of  Christ,  our  Sin-olfering,  as 
])rcsented  continually  in  Heaven,  and  ofl'ered  and  par- 
taken of,  by  the  way  of  memorial  and  sacramental 
mystery,  upon  earth '\  No  other  account  can  reason- 
ably be  rendered  of  the  passage  referred  to.  Were 
Christianity,  indeed,  a  religion  in  whicli  actual  bodily 
"  eating"  to  spiritual  purposes  had  no  place,  we  might 
allowably  resort  to  a  figurative  explanation  of  the 
eating  here  spoken  of;  and  must  needs  do  so.  But 
since  the  New  Covenant  was  declared,  at  the  first 
hour  of  its  Institution,  to  involve  such  eating,  as  an 
essential  and  enduring  element  of  it,  there  is  no 
shadow  of  reason  for  any  such  setting  aside  of  the 
literal  meaning. 

Thus  does  St.  Paul,  no  less  distinctly  than  our 
Blessed  Lord,  remand  us  to  the  old  system  for  the 
explanation  of  the  Eucharist.     Nor  only  so,  but  ho 

*"  Tliis  is  plainly  the  scope  of  Ilcb.  xiii.  9 — IG.  In  vcr.  9  wc  liavo  (lie 
abolition  of  tlio  old  sacrificial  meats,  as  inadequate  to  man's  si)iritual 
needs.  Then  in  ver.  10,  11  it  is  insisted  upon  that  we  have,  notwithstand- 
ing', a  privilege  of  "  eating"  of  a  Sacrifice,  that  of  Christ.  Tor  though 
offered  without  the  gate,  He  perishes  not,  like  those  other  sin-offerings, 
but  lives  to  be  partaken  of  evermore.  And  thus  our  sacrificial  sys- 
tem is  the  more  comprehensive  as  well  as  fuller  of  benefit  of  the  two.  In 
vcr.  15  we  are  exliorted  to  offer,  accordingly,  this  sacrifice  ;  of  which  the 
eucharistic  and  s|)iritual  side  is  now  dwelt  on.  In  vcr.  IG  eucharislic 
alms  arc  enjoined,  as  an  acceptable  feature  of  our  sacrifice.  Sec  on  lliis 
pa.ssage  Bi,shop  Cleaver,  in  Wilbcrforcc  on  tlic  Eucharist,  pp.  ."557— 3fil'. 
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indicates  the  exact  quniter  whence  to  derive  sucli 
explanation,  viz.,  llie  wliole  class  of  personal  and 
congregational  oll'erings,  as  distinguished  from  those 
wliich  were  ofTc'red  by  the  High  Priest  alone;  and 
among  these,  chiefly,  thongh  not  exclnsively,  the  peace- 
offerings.  Must  it  not  be,  then,  that  to  have  ascer- 
tained the  exact  nature  and  effects  of  this  lower  class 
of  offerings,  and  its  relation  to  the  higlier,  were  to 
liave  solved  all  principal  questions  concerning  the 
Holy  Eucharist,  and  its  relation  to  the  Sacrifice  of 
the  Death  of  Christ  ? 

Enough  has  now  been  said  to  prove  that  nothing 
short  of  a  thorough  examination  of  the  ancient  system 
of  Sacrifice  and  Priesthood,  in  its  Mosaic  develope- 
raent  more  especially,  can  conduct  us  to  a  just  appre- 
hension of  the  Holy  Eucharist,  by  enabling  us  to 
understand  the  accounts  and  explanations  of  it  vouch- 
safed by  our  Lord  and  His  Apostles.  I  shall,  there- 
fore, make  no  apology  for  entering  upon  such  an 
examination  ;  at  some  length,  indeed,  but  not  more 
so  than  the  case  seems  to  require.  And  it  is  my 
full  conviction  (1.)  that  there  is  no  real  difficulty  in 
ascertaining,  by  attention  to  the  recorded  effects  of 
sacrifice  and  priesthood  in  old  time,  the  nature  and 
laws  of  their  operation,  nor  yet  in  applying  the  know- 
ledge thus  obtained  to  ascertain  the  true  nature  of 
the  Christian  Eucharist :  and  (2.)  that  from  the  same 
source  we  may  learn  as  much  as  it  is  possible  for  man 
to  know  concerning  the  nature  of  Redemption,  Atone- 
ment, and  other  kindred  mysteries; — problems  which 
have  so  greatly  harassed  and  perplexed  the  Church  of 
later  ages;  though  to  them  of  earlier  days,  brought  up 
as  they  were  in  the  implicit  acceptance  of  the  old 
sacrificial  principles,  as  developed  and  applied  in  tiic 
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Cliristian  Liturgical  system,  they  presented  no  diffi- 
culty whatever. 

I  purpose  to  deal  with  tlie  subject  in  the  natural, 
that  is,  the  historical  order :  takinpj  notice  in  what 
manner,  and  to  what  effects,  sacrifice  and  priesthood 
are  found  intervening  from  time  to  time,  under  the 
Divine  rule  and  ordinance,  in  the  affairs  of  mankind ; 
and  deducing,  as  we  proceed,  those  great  sacrificial  laws 
and  principles,  which  were  destined  to  pass  on  without 
alteration  into  the  Christian  system. 

The  original  condition  of  man  in  Paradise,  before 
and  after  the  Fall,  and  the  connection  of  sacrifice  with 
his  restoration,  must  first  engage  our  attention. 


SECTION  II. 

1,  On  the  condition  of  man  in  Paradise,  it  may  be 
observed,  first  of  all,  that,  previously  to  his  Fall,  he 
manifestly  enjoyed  a  capacity  for  living  familiarly  and 
without  fear  in  that  Presence  of  God  (whatever  may 
have  been  the  degree  or  manner  of  it')  which  was 
then  vouchsafed  to  him  :  and  that  by  the  Fall  he  lost 
that  capacity.  Under  a  sense,  probably  instinctive  and 
well  founded,  that  it  would  now  be  dangerous,  or 
even  fatal  to  him  to  appear  in  that  Presence  as  here- 
tofore, he  fltd  from  it  and  hid  himself.  And  it  may 
safely  be  laid  down,  that  the  one  great  and  ruling 
purpose  of  all  sacrifice  was,  to  restore  to  man  hjj  degrees, 
and  nltimatebj  to  enhance  irnmeasurahh/,  his  or'ujinal 
cajmcHy  for  endurinfj  and  enjojjinfj  the  Divine  Presence ; 
and  to  furnish  a  riiedium  for  acceptahle  pi'esentation 

'  On  the  subject  of  varions  modes  of  Dirine  Presence,  sec  above, 
Introd.  to  Part  II.,  p.  15G,  sqq. 
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in  It.  Wc  shall  find  that  an  cvcr-incrcasiiigi'  measure 
of  that  rroscnce,  joined  to  i)roportionatcly  cnhirgcd 
nu'thods  of  safe  and  beatifying  access  to  it,  characterize 
the  wliole  history  of  Sacrifice  and  Priesthood. 

2.  The  secret  of  that  original  capacity  for  God's  Pre- 
sence was  doubtless  a  real  holiness,  arising  from  God's 
dwelling  in  a  very  exalted  measure  within  him,  and 
from  his  being  thus  a  very  intimate  "partaker  of  the 
Divine  Nature," — connatural  and  near  of  kin  to  God  : 
so  that  it  was  as  natural  to  him,  at  that  time,  to  dwell 
in  God's  Presence,  as  it  afterwards  became  fearful  and 
foreign  to  his  nature.  And  conversely,  his  subsequent 
incapacity  for  that  Presence  arose  from  the  withdrawal 
of  that  intimate  and  exalted  degree  of  the  Divine  in- 
dwelling^ within  him.  Nor  could  anything  fit  him 
for  re-appearing  in,  or  having  access  to,  any  advanced 
degrees  or  modes  of  the  Presence,  short  of  a  renewed 
impartation    to    him   of   indwelling  Deity "»,   and   of 

''  Some  limitations  or  occasional  exceptions  with  which  this  position 
must  be  guarded  ^"ill  be  touched  on  hereafter.  It  may  suffice  here  to 
observe,  that,  in  the  Israelitish  period,  the  cloud  which  at  the  setting  up 
of  the  tabernacle  abode  tipon  it,  at  the  dedication  of  Solomon's  Temple 
filled  the  house,  as  Patrick  observes ;  (see  also  Isa.  vi.  1 — 4)  :  whUe,  by 
an  express  promise,  not  only  was  the  Presence  vouchsafed  ultimately  to 
the  second  Temple,  far  more  glorious  than  any  former  one,  (Hagg.  ii.  9) ; 
but  even  at  the  time,  the  Divine  glory  was  specially  extended  to  the  citjj, 
(Zcch.ii.  5) ;  an  anticipation  of  the  heavenly  Jerusalem,  in  which  there 
should  be  no  temple  but  a  Presence  only,  (Isa.  Ix.  19,  20;  Rev.  xxi.  22, 23). 

'  "The  strength  of  God's  inner  glory  went  fi'om  him."  Newman, 
Serm.  viii.  vol.  v.  (1840). 

™  On  this  subject  of  the  inward  Presence  of  God  fitting  man 
for  meeting  His  external  Presence,  compare  Kewman's  Sermons, 
vol.  V.  p.  65  :  ""While  He  judges  the  world,  He  is  in  us  also,  bearing 
us  up,  and  going  out  in  us  to  meet  Himself."  The  idea  lies  at  the 
bottom  of  the  profound  passage  in  1  John  iii.  2  :  "It  hath  not  yet 
been  manifested  what  we  shall  be  ;  but  we  do  know  that,  when  He  is 
manifested,  we  shall  be  like  Him;  for  ice  shall  see  Kim  as  He  is ;"  in 
His  majestic  Pi-esence  and  Manifestation.  And  this  involves  likeness 
to  Him;   since,  in   order  to  see  Him  as  He  is,  we  must   have  His 
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corresponding  degrees  of  holiness'^.  Sacrifice,  there- 
fore, if  it  was  to  be  the  means  of  fitting  man  to  draw 
near  to  God's  Presence,  must  do  so  by  restoring  that 
indwelling,  or,  which  is  the  same  thing,  by  removing 
the  obstacles  to  it. 

And  the  same  account  must  be  given  of  the  casting 
out  (which  certainly  took  place)  of  the  lower  creation, 
the  animal  and  material  world,  from  the  Presence  in 
which  they  had  dwelt  hitherto.  Their  "  curse,"  their 
unfitness  to  abide  in  that  Presence,  must  have  arisen 
from  the  withdrawal  of  a  high  and  sanctifying  degree 
of  God's  indwelling  which  they  had  previously  pos- 
sessed °.  And  it  is  evident  that  in  their  case  too,  as 
in  that  of  man,  the  thing  needed  was  to  remove  their 
unfitness  for  the  Presence  and  Service  of  God.  What- 
ever did  this,  whether  for  the  human  body  or  for  any 
outward  material  things,  might  truly  be  said  to 
"sanctify;" — a  power  which,  accordingly,  is  freely 
ascribed  in  the  Old  Testament  even  to  inanimate 
things,  as  an  altar,  oil,  incense,  and  the  like.  And 
this  St.  Paul  positively  assures  us  the  old  sacrifices 
did  for  man,  as  touching  his  body  or  flesh,  and  for 
the  material  world,  "  The  blood  of  bulls  and  goats 
and  the  ashes  of  a  heifer,"  applied  to  those  who  were 

Presence  in  us,  and  so  be  like  Him.  So  too  St.  Matt.  v.  8 ;  Kom. 
iii.  23 :  "AH  have  sinned,  and  come  short  of  the  glory  oi"  God,"  i.e.  of 
fitness  for  His  glorious  Presence;  but  now  are  justified  and  rc-admittcd. 

"  Compare  the  prayers  for  cleansing,  wliich  lie  at  the  threshold  of  all 
ancient  Communion  Offices,  and  of  oui-  own.  When  about  to  be  ad- 
mitted into  the  Holy  of  Holies,  we  need  a  coiTCsponding  inward  sancti- 
fication,  "ut  in  Sancta  Sanctorum  admitti  mereamur."  Lit.  York, 
and  S.  James. 

°  Compare  the  wise  sayings  in  Ecclus.  i.  9:  "He  created  her,  and 
saw  her,  and  poured  her  out  on  all  His  works.  She  is  with  all  flesli 
{rAvcidia  omnia,  Brelschn.)  according  to  His  gift;"  and  tlie  diffiusivi! 
character  of  the  same  Wisdom  in  ch.  xxiv.  3 — 0. 
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otherwise  '*  unclean,"  that  is,  disqualified  for  draw- 
ing near  to  the  Tabernacle  Presence,  "sanctified" 
them  ;  removed,  that  is,  their  unfihicss.  The  material 
Tabernacle  and  all  the  vessels  of  the  ministry  were 
"  purified  ;"  cleansed,  that  is,  of  their  natural  unfitness 
to  abide  the  Presence,  and  were  fitted  to  take  their 
j)art  as  channels  or  media  of  worship.  And  to  the 
last,  the  sacrificial  work  of  Christ  Ilimself  was  no  other 
than,  on  the  one  hand,  to  remove  from  man  his  dis- 
qualification, arising  from  sin,  for  the  highest  degree  of 
the  Divine  Presence;  and  on  the  other,  to  impart i'  to 
His  Own  Body,  through  His  Death  and  Resurrection, 
and  as  the  reward  of  His  obedient  suffering,  a  glo- 
rified condition,  thus  qualifying  It  to  be  the  medium 
of  man's  actual  appearance  and  presentation  in  that 
Presence.  Both  these  effects  were  wrought,  as  in 
the  case  of  the  Tabernacle  Presence,  by  the  application 
of  Blood.  This  "  purged  the  conscience,"  or  removed 
the  conscious  unfitness  of  mankind  "to  serve"  (i.e. 
as  to  render  worship  to,  XarpeveLv)  "  the  living  God  ; 
so  that  having  their  hearts  sprinJded  from  that  evil 
conscience,  they  might  draw  near  in  full  assurance." 
And  on  the  other  hand,  the  ordained  medium  of 
approach,  the  Body  of  Christ,  "the  new  and  living 
way.  His  Flesh,"  was  "consecrated  for  us,"  or  made 
to  be  a  way  of  access  for  us,  "by  His  Blood "^j"  nay, 
even  heavenly  things  or  places  themselves  are  said  to 
be  purified  by  the  "  better  Sacrifice"  of  Christ ;  plainly 
in  the  same  sense  in  which  the  Tabernacle  was  pu- 
rified, i.  e.   made  accessible  for,  and  fit  medium  of, 

p  St.  John  xvii.  19:  "For  tlieir  sakes  I  sanctify  Myself,  that 'they 
also  may  be  sanctified." 

■»  Heb.  ix.  20,  12.  Comp.  Jackson,  Creed,  ix.  xii.  2 :  "  This  drawing 
near  to  God  is  that  'perfection'  which  the  law  could  not  effect." 
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Divine  worship.  This  conception  of  the  work  of 
sacrifice,  including  that  of  Christ,  as  removing  dis- 
abilities for  the  Presence  and  service  of  God,  has 
been  unanswerably  vindicated  by  a  writer  of  our 
own  Church "",  to  whom  the  reader  may  refer. 

3.  If  we  enquire,  further,  as  to  the  cause  of  God's 
withdrawing  His  indwelling,  or  rather  the  original 
measure  of  it,  from  man  and  creation  at  the  Fall, — 
the  reason  why  He  could  no  longer  dwell  with  man 
as  He  had  done, — it  is  to  be  found  in  the  condition 
of  Death  into  which  man,  and  all  creation  with  him, 
had  now  fallen.  For  whatever  reason,  whether  as 
being  the  master-work  of  the  powers  of  evil,  or  as 
marring  the  highest  work  of  His  Own  creation,  or 
as  a  result  of  moral  evil,  that  dissolution  of  soul  and 
body  which  we  call  Death  is  a  condition  highly  of- 
fensive in  the  sight  of  God,  and  incompatible  with  the 
higher  degrees  of  His  indwelling  and  His  Presence. 
This  plainly  appears  from  various  sacrificial  provisions 
of  the  old  law  ^  of  which  I  shall  have  reason  to  speak 
hereafter :  but  above  all,  from  that  shrinking  from, 
and  loathing  of  Death,  as  such,  which  was  doubtless 
a  chief  ingredient  in  the  Agony  of  Christ.  This 
detestation  of  Death,  on  the  part  of  the  Divine  Nature, 
extends,  as  it  should  seem,  to  all  the  processes  and 
phenomena  of  it ;  and  to  the  dissolution  of  any  living 
or  even  inanimate  organism.  The  exact  disqualifi- 
cation, therefore,  which  had  to  be  removed  by  sacri- 
fice was  this  deathlike  and  deadly  condition  in  all  its 
degrees  and  effects,  as  well  as  in  its  ultimate  and 

'  Jolinson,  Unbloody  Sacrifice,  i.  ii.  pp.  179 — 218.  The  writer  by 
no  means  endorses  all  his  opinions;  but  in  the  point  now  under 
c;i-nsid(:ration,  his  statements  arc;  unexceptionable,  and  furnish  the  un- 
doubted key  to  lleb.  ix.,  x. 

'  More  fxprcssly  the  ceremonies  connected  with  the  red  licil'c.r. 

c  2 
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liiglu'st    nimiifostntion,   namely,   tlie    perninnpnt    and 
eternal  dissociation  of  the  body  and  soul  of  man. 

4.  As  concerns  the  means  by  which  this  condition 
of  death  was  destined  to  be  undone,  and  so  the  dis- 
qualification for  God's  Presence  and  worship  removed, 
we  seem  to  discern  the  rationale  of  it,  to  a  certain 
extent  at  least,  in  the  history  of  man's  innocence  and 
Fall.  For  we  observe,  that  man's  original  capacity 
for  immortality, — his  posse  non  mori^, — was  destined 
to  he  carried  into  act  and  fruition  in  Paradise  through 
his  eating  of  a  fruit  of  the  earth.  Now  this  gives  us, 
first  of  all,  a  very  exalted  conception  of  the  sanctity, 
at  that  time,  and  of  the  possible  future  destiny,  of  the 
earth  and  the  lower  creation.  For  it  could  have  been 
no  mean  existence  that  was  a  fitting  channel  for  the 
immortality  of  man.  And  next,  we  are,  for  the  same 
reason,  not  surprised  at  finding  the  lower  creation 
spoken  of  as  capable  of  a  Fall  or  curse,  and  actually 
undergoing  it  simultaneously  with  man.  But  more 
than  this:  it  fell,  "not  willingly''"  indeed,  as  having 
no  will  capable  of  a  rational  assent,  yet  not  without 
having  been,  ministerially,  a  copartner  and  accessory 
in  the  sin  of  which  it  shared  the  effects.  The  in- 
animate, and  specially  the  vegetable  world,  as  repre- 
sented by  a  fruit  of  the  earth, — the  animal  world,  the 
world  of  lower  life  ^,  in  the  person  of  the  serpent, — 
were  in  a  wonderful  manner  Satan's  instruments  and 
partners  for  bringing  about  the  Fall.  And  these  were 
representative  creatures,  in  a  manner,  as  standing  each 
one  at  the  head  of  their  kind.   No  product  of  the  earth 

«  St.  Augustine.     See  Bp.  Bull  on  the' State  of  Man  before  the  FaD. 
"  Horn.  viii.  20. 

ot.  Atnanas.  (Up.  t.  U.  p.  305)  :   Avo  yap  (picreis  iv  evl  irpoawnc^  iirriyov 
rdre  iir\  rwv  TrpoTrarSpaiv  t^v  iKtnaxnu,  Sia0o\6Tr)s  /col  d<l>i6Tns. 
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can  compare  for  beauty,  for  pleasantness,  for  salu- 
brity, with  the  nobler  sorts  of  the  fruit  of  trees  :  to 
which  was  added  in  this  case  a  mysterious  connection 
with  intellectual  power  ^j  an  affinity,  so  far,  to  the 
higher  order  of  creatures.  As  to  the  serpent,  again, 
its  affinity  ^  to  all  the  orders  of  animal  existence  is 
very  remarkable,  and  is  in  part  indicated  by  Holy 
Scripture  itself*;  while  in  point  of  intelligence ^  it 
is,  by  the  same  authority,  placed  at  the  head  of  all, 
and  second,  though  no  doubt  at  a  vast  interval,  to 
man  alone. — The  fruit  of  the  tree,  then,  and  the 
serpent,  were  well  fitted  to  be  representative  things 
towards  the  lower  creation,  as  Adam  was  towards  the 

y  Gen.  iii.  6.  "  DilTering  from  anything  in  the  nature  of  [mere] 
bodily  food,  having  a  connection  with  the  mind."  Williams  iu  loc, 
Gen.  iii.  6.  It  may  be  remarked  that  permission  to  eat  of  the  fruit  of 
trees,  and  not  merely  of  the  herbs,  was  a  note  of  man's  superiority  as 
compared  with  all  other  creatures  in  Paradise.  And  in  the  Eucharist, 
the  loftier  function  of  purifying  the  soul  is  assigned  to  the  fruit  of  the 
vine;  that  of  cleansing  the  body,  to  the  Bread.  (See  our  Prayer  of 
access,  and  the  Syr.  Lit.  of  S.  James.) 

•  The  serpent  is  plainly  allied,  1.  to  "creeping  things ;"  2.  to  fish,  as 
is  noticed  both  in  sacred  and  profane  zoology.  "  If  he  ask  for  a  fish, 
will  he  give  him  a  serpent?"  St. Matt,  viii.  10.  "Vos  auguilla  manct, 
longas  cognata  colubrae,"  (Juv.,  Sat.  v.  104) ;  "the  eel,  cousin-german  to 
the  serpent."  3.  To  birds,  as  being  winged  in  one  of  its  species;  "the 
fiery  flying  serpent."  See  Calmet  in  v.  Serpent.  4.  To  beasts  and 
cattle,  as  being  a  quadruped  in  some  of  its  congeners,  and  as  being 
80  reckoned  in  Scripture. 

*  Gen.  iii.  1,  14,  where  it  seems  to  be  classed  indifferently  among 
beasts  or  cattle. 

''  Very  marvellous  traditions  and  beliefs  respecting  the  serpe'nt  were 
rife  in  the  Gentile  world,  especially  as  to  its  spiritual  nature,  and  capa- 
city for  transformation.  Thus  Euscbius  (Praiparatio  Evangclica,  i.  x. 
p.  41)  adduces  Piiilo  as  quoting  Sanchoniathon  to  this  eircct :  "Tauut 
(the  Egyptian  Thoth,  the  Greek  Hermes,)  taught  the  divinity  of  the 
dragon  and  of  serpents,  and  after  him  the  Phoenicians  and  Egyptians; 
that  it  was  the  most  spiritual  of  all  the  creatures,  and  swift  by  reason 
of  its  spuit ;  is  very  long  lived,  and  at  last  is  dissolved,  for  it  docs  not 
die  except  through  a  violent  blow."  These  Gentile  tradilious  doubtless 
reflect  the  fact  of  the  originally  loffy  nature  of  tlie  serpent,  and  specially 
ol  ils  menial  suprcmacv 
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human  race ;  and  the  fact  of  their  being  so  may  well 
have  been,  in  part  at  least,  the  reason  why  that  entire 
creation  was  involved  in  the  Fall.  That  they  were  so 
is  certain  by  clear  declaration  of  Iloly  Writ.  The 
ground  was  "cursed  for  man's  sake"  in  itself  and  in 
its  fruits,  bringing  forth  thorns  and  thistles.  The 
serpent  was  cursed  "  above  all  cattle,"  and  "  above  every 
beast  of  the  field  ;"  a  plain  indication  °  that  all  were 
cursed  in  their  degree ;  though  wherein  the  curse 
consisted  we  are  not  able  to  say,  not  knowing  what 
their  condition  was  before  the  Fall.  And  St.  Paul 
accordingly  speaks  of  the  "whole  creation"  having 
been  subjected  to  the  bondage  of  corruption.  Now 
this  being  so,  it  was  surely  most  consonant,  that  as 
not  without  the  loiver  creatures,  but  through  them, 
man  had  been  tempted  and  had  fallen,  and  as  they 
had  with  him  been  punished ;  so  not  without  them, 
but  through  them  and  with  them,  he  should  be  re- 
stored and  set  free.  We  might  even  beforehand,  and 
as  a  matter  of  analogy  and  proportion,  expect  to  find 
that  the  media  of  sacrifice — that  is,  of  re-introducing 
man  to  the  lost  Presence  of  God — would  be  no  other 
than  the  material  ^  creation,  animate  and  inanimate ; 
and,  specially,  the  fruits  of  the  earth  and  animals. 

"  Williams,  in  loc. :  "Perhaps  this  curse  came  iu  its  degi'ce  on  all 
other  animals." 

^  Even  the  mineral  world  was  not  without  its  part  in  the  sacriiicial 
economy,  salt  being  an  indispensable  requirement  in  aU  sacrifices, 
(Lev.  ii.  13 ;  St.  Matt.  ix.  49,)  both  of  animals  and  fruits ;  doubtless, 
not  merely  as  a  type,  but  as  having  an  actual  power  imparted  to  it, 
co-ordinately  with  the  animal  and  vegetable  substances,  to  remove  dis- 
quaUfications  for  God's  Presence.  Its  antiseptic  properties  in  the  world 
of  nature  may  well  intimate  such  an  office  in  the  spiritual  economy. 
It  is  well  worthy  of  remark,  that  among  the  Jews  the  salt  (Middoth, 
c.  5,  sect.  2,  ap.  Patrick)  was  not  provided  by  the  worshipper,  but  at 
the  public  charge.  God  was  thus  represented  as  Himself  supplying  the 
corrective  for  the  natural  corruption  and  unfitness  of  the  oiferings,  even 
as  He  provided  tlie  heaven-sent  fire  for  their  acceptable  consiimption. 
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Such,  accordingly,  has  been  the  law  of  sacrifice 
throughout.  Even  in  the  latest  and  perfect  stage  of 
the  Economy,  one  only  of  those  media,  namely,  the 
lower  order  of  animals,  disappears,  being  superseded 
by  the  oflPering  of  the  Body  of  Christ.  The  other,  the 
fruits  of  the  earth, — specifically,  Bread  and  Wine, — 
remain  still  in  the  restored  Church  of  God,  even  as  in 
Paradise,  as  the  outward  and  visible  instrument  of 
man's  immortality ;  the  appointed  means  for  sustain- 
ing the  Divine  life  within  him,  and  for  admitting 
him  to  a  very  exalted  measure  of  the  Divine  Presence. 

5.  But  there  were,  of  course,  other  and  more  prin- 
cipal agents  in  the  Fall  besides  the  lower  creatures ; 
to  wit,  Man  himself  yielding  his  concurrence  in  body, 
soul,  and  spirit ;  and  above  all,  the  Evil  Spirit  direct- 
innr  all  towards  that  dire  issue.  In  lieu  of  that  dis- 
obedient  Will  of  man,  then,  there  would  need  to  be,  in 
order  to  his  recovery  in  any  degree,  a  willing  allegiance  ; 
the  rendering  perhaps,  to  express  that  allegiance,  of 
something  in  his  power  to  give  or  withhold.  And  to 
counterwork  that  spiritual  power,  the  Holy  Spirit  of 
God  must  add  to  these  material  and  moral  media  that 
strength  which  in  themselves  they  possess  not.  And 
thus,  as  by  a  threefold  agency, — material,  moral,  and 
spiritual, — the  external  creature,  his  own  depraved 
will,  and  the  Tempter, — in  a  word,  through  the  world, 
the  flesh,  and  the  Devil, — man  had  fallen  ;  so  must  hi', 
by  the  threefold  chain  of  material  Sacrifice,  moral 
assent,  and  spiritual  power,  be  drawn  up  out  of  his 
Fall.  By  these  had  he  lost,  by  the  same  nuist  he 
recover,  his  capacity  for  the  Presence  of  God,  and  the 
actuiil  exercise  of  worship  and  service  towards  Him. 

But  by  what  processes  should  these  various  agents 
conspire  to  the  end  in  view,  the  removal  of  the  con- 
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dition  of  death,  and  unfitness  for  God's  Presence,  en- 
tailed by  the  Fall  ?  Now  here  we  light  upon  another, 
and  deeply  mysterious  and  inscrutable,  but  most  cer- 
tain law,  in  the  matter  of  human  recovery.  It  is  this, 
that  bij  death  alone  can  death  he  undone.  How  this 
should  be ;  in  what  way  one  death  can  act  upon  an- 
other death,  so  as  to  do  away  with  it,  or  with  any  of 
its  consequences ;  we  are  absolutely  devoid  of  faculties 
for  comprehending.  It  must  be  so.  As  we  know  not 
what  life  is,  but  only  what  its  phenomena  are ;  so  we 
know  not  what  death  is  either.  When  therefore  we 
come  to  speak  of  one  instance  of  death  destroying  or 
neutralizing  another,  we  speak  of  the  shock  and  onset 
of  forces  not  only  invisible  to  us,  but  also,  as  touch- 
ing their  mode  of  operation,  perfectly  inconceivable. 
Of  the  law  itself,  however,  there  is  no  doubt  what- 
ever. It  is  perfectly  clear  and  certain,  by  the  testi- 
mony of  Scripture,  in  the  highest  instance ;  namely, 
the  doing  away  of  death  in  all  its  effects,  by  the  Death 
of  Christ.  "  Through  death,  He  des^roye:!  him  that 
had  the  power  of  death  ^"  But  is  it  less  certain  or 
clear  in  the  case  of  the  old  sacrifices  ?  There,  too,  in 
order  to  any  sacrificial  efiect,  to  the  undoing  or  re- 
moval of  disqualification  for  Divine  Presence  and 
worship,  death  must  have  intervened.  The  law  of 
sacrifice,  in  its  highest  and  most  absolute  enunciation, 
was  that  "without  shedding  of  blood"  —  without  a 
death  by  blood — "  was  no  remission."  The  sole  ex- 
ception to  this  was,  that  fruits  of  the  earth,  provided 
their  organism  was  entirely  or  by  a  representative  part 
destroyed  by  fire,  might  in  certain  cases  work  the 

*  Our  ancient  and  still  preserved  Easter  Preface  states  it  still  more 
exactly:  "Qui  mortem  nostram  moriendo  destruxit,"  (IVIissal.  Sarisb. 
Praefat.  in  Die  Pasch.) ;  "  Wlio  by  His  death  hath  destroyed  death." 
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same  effects.  But  1.  this  was  in  itself  a  dissolution  : 
and  2.  its  6*^0807  appears  to  have  rested  ultimately, 
in  all  cases,  (as  will  be  shewn  hereafter,)  on  its  repre- 
senting a  slain  sacrifice,  and  being  identified  with  it. 

This  mysterious  law,  then,  combined  with  the  con- 
siderations already  adduced,  of  the  whole  creation 
having  fallen  with  man  and  man  by  it, — specially  by 
the  organised  portion  of  it, — determined  what  the  re- 
storative process  should  be.  It  determined  what  man 
should  render,  as  the  expression  of  his  desire  to  return 
to  God,  and  as  the  effective  medium  of  acceptance 
with  Him.  Not  silver,  or  gold,  or  any  lifeless  or  in- 
organic material.  These  might  express  his  desires 
equally  well,  and  would  have  their  place  in  that  cha- 
racter. But  they  were  not  adapted  to  the  work  of 
undoing  death,  or  removing  corruption.  That  medium 
mu;>t  be  chosen  as  his  (jift,  which  was  also  efficacious 
for  his  recovery,  viz.  living  creatures,  and  fruits  of  the 
earth.  And  herein  at  once  appears  the  correctness  of 
St.  'Vugustiiie's  profound  definition  of  sacrifice, — the 
nuister-dictum  of  antiquity  on  this  subject :  "  Sacrifi- 
cium  est  omne  opus  quod  agitur,  ut  sancta  societate 
inhaereamus  Deo  ;"  "  Sacrifice  is  anything  which  is 
done  to  this  end,  that  we  may  have  a  holy  fellowship 
with  God,  and  inherence  in  Him^"  For  it  is  mani- 
fest that  nothing  can  have  this  effect,  unless  it  has 
a  capacity  for  imparting  such  fellowship  by  removing 
the  obstacles  to  it. 

By  the  intervention,  accordingly,  of  the  death  or 
dissolution  of  certain  of  the  lower  creatures,  sanctified 
to  such  a  purpose  by  ways  of  His  own  appointment, 
and  freely  devoted  by  man,  did  God  begin,  even  from 
the  time  of  the   Fall  itself,  to  remove  in   a  measiue 

'  St.  Aug.,  dc  Civ.  Dim,  x.  fi. 
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the  deathlike  condition  which  shut  man  out  from  His 
Presence  and  worship  ;  to  destroy  (ITeh.  'swallow  up') 
"  the  face  of  the  covering  that  was  cast  over  all  peo- 
ple, and  the  vail  that  was  spread  over  all  nations^." 
By  the  peculiar  ordinances  imparted  to  Ilis  Own 
people,  yet  other  folds  of  this  veil  were  removed,  and 
admission  to  a  nearer  Presence  vouchsafed.  At  length, 
by  the  great  death-destroying  Death  of  Christ,  "  death 
was  swallowed  up  in  victory ;"  the  veil^  was  rent  in 
twain  from  the  top  to  the  bottom,  and  the  Way  into 
the  tloly  of  Holies,  the  Very  Majestic  Presence  of 
God,  was  "consecrated,"  or  provided  for  man's  use, 
for  ever. 

For  this  among  other  reasons  it  was — namely,  be- 
cause by  death  alone  could  death  be  done  away — that 
the  Saviour  needed'  for  the  purpose  of  human  re- 
covery to  possess  a  Human  Body,  capable  of  death'' ; 
and  yet  though  capable  of  it,  not  sudject^  to  it,  or 

s  Isa.  XXV.  7,  8.  The  "  covering"  or  veil  is  certainly  the  death-like  con- 
dition of  the  nations,  as  appears  by  the  interpretation  in  ver.  8.  And 
that  the  removal  of  this  veil  was  in  order  to  their  admission  to  God's 
worship  and  Presence,  may  be  seen  by  comparing  ver.  G — 9  and  xxvi. 
1,  2.  The  "vaU"  probably  alludes  to  the  mortuary-cloth  put  upon  the 
face  and  head  of  the  dead.  (Comp  St.  John  xx.  7.) 

''  The  Hebrew  for  the  Tabernacle  veil  is  different  from  the  term  in 
Isa.  XXV.  7,  JHst  referred  to.  But  the  signification  of  the  mortuary  veil 
is  probably  separation  and  shutting  out  from  life :  which  is  also  the 
idea  of  the  Mosaic  veil  [parcheth,  from  Arab,  parak ;  Heb.  parach, 
•to  separate'). 

'  Heb.  ii.  14 :  "He  partook  of  the  same"  (flesh  and  blood),  "that  by 
death  (or  by  His  Death)  He  might  destroy  him  that  had  the  power  of 
death."  It  is  a  second  and  distinct  reason  (viz.  in  order  to  human  sym- 
pathy) that  is  assigned  in  ver.  17. 

J  Compare  St.  Ath.,  De  Incam.,  pp.  61,  73:  "He  takes  to  Himself 
a  body  which  can  die  .  .  .  that  He  may  offer  it  for  all  as  a  thiug  of  His 
Own."  Hooker,  v.  5  :  "He  took  manhood  that  He  might  be  capable 
of  death." 

^  Comp.  Heb.  ii.  1,  5  :  "  And  deliver  them  who  through  feai"  of  death 
were  all  their  lifetime  subject  {^voxoi)  to  bondage." 
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forfeited,  as  having  neither  inherited  the  corruption  of 
Adam,  nor  sinned  after  his  simiUtude.  It  was  that 
He  might  have  a  Death,  a  dissohition,  all  His  Own, 
wherewith  to  work  the  destruction  of  all  other  death. 
His  Death  alone  of  all  deaths  was  not,  strictly  speak- 
ing, penaP:  it  was  not  a  direct  and  necessary  conse- 
quence of  sin,  but  only  an  indirect  one.  Not  as  lying 
under  any  necessity,  but  as  choosing  of  His  Own  free 
Will""  to  satisfy  the  mysterious  law,  that  death  alone 
could  deliver  from  death,  He  yielded  Himself  to  die. 
His  Death,  though  perfectly  the  same  as  all  other 
deaths  as  to  the  process  of  it,  viz.  the  separation  of 
soul  and  body,  was  unlike  all  in  this,  that  it  occupied 
a  position  external  to  the  ordinary  dominion  and 
sphere  of  Death  in  general.  Only  such  a  Death  could 
be  applied  to  purposes  of  deliverance  and  purging, 
because  all  other  deaths  needed  deliverance  them- 
selves''. This  Death  alone,  accordingly,  had  no  ofien- 
siveness  in  the  sight  of  God,  as  not  being  directly  the 
work  of  the  Devil  or  of  sin,  but  springing  solely  from 
the  acquiescence  of  a  perfectly  Holy  Being.  In  ac- 
cordance wherewith  it  alone  was  unaccompanied  by 

'  Comp.  S.Leo,  Serm.  i.  de  Passioiie :  "Crux  do  virtutc  est  divini 
consilii,  non  de  conditione  peccati.  .  .  .  Hanc  subiic  nou  erat  conditio 
necessitatis,  sed  niisericordic'c  ratio."  S.  Aug.  Enarr.  iu  Ps.  Ixxxvii. : 
"Mortem  non  conditionis  necessitate,  scd  miseralionis  voluutatc  sus- 
cepit."  Id.  in  Job.,  iii.  i.  13:  "Munus  miscricordia;,  non  poena  pec- 
cati." 

■"  St.  John  X.  18:  "No  one"  (our  version  has  "no  man"  hut  the 
chief  allusion  is  doubtless  to  Satan)  "taketh  it  from  Me,  hut  I  lay  it 
down  of  Myself."  {o.-n  iixavrov,  as  if  de  Meo,  "of  ^ly  Own  proper  Will.'') 
lb.  xiv.  30,  "  The  Tiincc  of  this  world  .  .  hath  nothing  in  Me." 

°  So  St.  Leo,  Senn.  xii.  de  Passionc,  says  that  "though  the  death  of 
many  saints  was  precious  in  the  Lord's  sight,  yet  was  not  the  slaying 
of  any  one,  however  innocent,  a  propitiation  for  the  world,  for  there 
were  as  many  deaths  to  be  undergone  as  there  were  persons  in  the 
world;  nor  did  any  one  discharge  another's  debt  by  his  own  end." 
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any  corruption.  The  dissolution  of  that  Soul  and 
Body  was  an  operation  as  \mve  and  holy  as  the  joining 
toijether  ot"  Adam's  soul  and  bodv,  or  of  His  Own  at 
His  Conception  by  the  Holy  Ghost.  The  Death  was 
pure,  because  the  Subject  of  it  was  innocent. 

And  hence  too  we  see  the  fitness  of  the  lower 
animals  to  remove,  in  their  measure,  by  their  deaths, 
some  part  of  the  death  which  lay  on  all  creation,  and 
on  man  himself.  For  their  deaths  too,  though  the 
effect  of  sin,  were  not  the  effect  of  their  own  sin.  In 
this  sense  they  were,  as  compared  with  man's,  pure 
and  innocent ;  not  being  the  direct  penalty  of  trans- 
gression. As  such  they  had  a  capacity,  though 
limited,  for  fulfilling  the  great  sacrificial  law,  by  pro- 
viding a  death  for  the  undoing  of  death.  The  defect 
of  "  voluntary  will","  which  of  course  could  not  be 
theirs,  was  probably  supplied  by  their  being  volun- 
tarily yielded  by  man,  in  whom  God  had  vested  full 
dominion  over  them.  And  all  other  unfitness  was 
removed  P  by  the  application  of  the  requisite  degree  of 
God's  holiness. 

And  if  it  should  appear  unlikely  that  God  should 
thus  make  use  of  the  "  beasts  that  perish,"  in  the 

"  Comp.  Levit.  i.  3  :  "  He  shall  offer  it  (any  biimt-sacrifice)  of  his  own 
voluntary  will." 

p  As  for  example,  in  the  Mosaic  system,  certainly,  the  altar  "  sanc- 
tified the  gift,"  or  sacrifice,  having  been  itself  sanctified  by  the  application 
of  accepted  blood,  (Exod.  xxix.  36,  37,)  and  of  a  peculiar  oil,  (xi.  9,) 
which  had  been  constituted  by  God  as  "  most  holy,"  (xxx.  22—33).  On 
certain  recorded  occasions,  (Lev.  ix.  24,  Judg.  vi.  21,  1  Chron.  xxi.  26, 
2  Chron.  vii.  1,  1  Kings  xviii.  38,)  and  probably  on  others,  (Gen.  iv.  4, 
1  Sam.  vii.  9,)  "fire  from  the  Lord"  at  once  purified  and  accepted  the 
offering.  But  in  all  offerings,  a  sacrificial  intent,  and  observance  of  the 
prescribed  sacrificial  rules,  were,  it  should  seem,  an  adequate  "conse- 
cration :"  that  is,  they  ensured  the  communication  of  a  sanctiiyiug  mea- 
suie  of  God's  Presence. 
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economy  of  restoration,  let  it  be  considered,  1.  that 
there  is  nothing  more  mysterious,  or  to  us  more  in- 
scrutable, than  the  "life"  of  the  sub-human  creation ; 
so  that  we  cannot  say  either  what  it  is,  or  what  spiri- 
tual purposes  it  may  be  fitted  to  serve.  2.  That  God 
on  one  occasion  made  a  solemn  covenant  between 
Himself  and  "  every  living  creature,"  (Gen.  ix.  9 — 17,) 
and  at  other  times  used  their  intelligence  for  directly 
reUgious  ends^.  3.  That  in  Paradise,  and  under  the 
present  economy,  the  fruits  of  the  earth,  though  yet 
lower  in  the  scale  of  the  creation,  were  and  are  chan- 
nels of  life  and  immortality  to  mankind. 

6.  Why  the  Fall  should  have  resulted  in  the  exact 
event  of  Death,  that  is,  in  the  dissolution  of  the  soul 
and  body  of  man,  and  other  kindred  effects,  we  do  not 
k]iow.  But,  amid  much  that  is  hidden  from  us,  one 
thing  plainly  appears,  and  tends  to  place  the  entire 
subject  in  a  new  light.  It  is  this ;  that  neither  sin  nor 
death,  neither  the  Fall  nor  its  consequences,  were 
either  novel  or  isolated  j)henomena.  They  belong  to 
a  larger  history,  and  are  only  parts  of  it ;  or  an  epi- 
sode, however  tremendous,  in  it.  Before  Adam  was, 
there  were  sinful  and  fallen  beings;  and  his  sin,  and 
fall,  and  death,  were  but  a  branch  and  offshoot  of 
theirs.  As  his  life  and  his  original  holiness  stood  not 
alone,  but  belonged  to  a  scheme  or  economy  of  life 
and  holiness,  reaching  downward  to  him  from  God  ; 
so  were  his  sin  and  his  death  part  of  an  economy  of 
sin  and  death,  reaching  upward  to  him  from  the 
Devil  and  his  angels.  The  proper  domain  and  strong- 
hold of  death  is  elsewhere  "■  than  here.     The  Fall  was 

'  Numb.  xxii.  28—30;  1  Sam.  vi.  10—12. 

'  It  is  rcprcHcuted  in  Scripture  a.s  a  -eal  place,  and  called  the.  "f;alfiS 
of  death,"  and  "  of  hell."     Job  xxxviii.  17;  Matt.  xii.  18;  Ilev.  i.  18. 
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but  the  ndilitiou  of  a  fresh  province  to  a  kingdom 
ah-eady  existing.  As  man's  original  ii|)rightness  had 
redounded  to  the  glory  of  God,  so  did  his  fallen  estate 
to  the  glory  of  Satan.  And  the  history  of  his  re- 
covery resolves  itself,  accordingly,  into  a  personal  con- 
test between  God  on  the  one  hand,  and  Satan  on 
the  other. 

How  this  state  of  things  originated  we  are  indeed 
very  imperfectly  informed.  We  do  not  know  what 
right  Satan  had  to  present  himself  as  a  Tempter  in 
the  newly-created  world;  nor,  again,  why  the  success  of 
that  temptation  should  have  yielded  him  so  plentiful 
a  harvest  of  dominion  :  why  he  was  thenceforth  recog- 
nised by  God  Himself  as  the  "  god  or  prince  of  this 
world,  the  prince  of  the  power  of  the  air;"  the 
"world"  his  "palace,"  and  himself  a  "strong  one 
armed  keeping  it,"  and  his  hosts  "rulers  of  the  dark- 
ness of  this  world,"  spiritual  powers  of  wickedness, 
yea,  even  in  "  heavenly  places  I"  But  certainly  it  is 
a  right  of  some  kind,  pertaining  to  him,  that  is  recog- 
nised in  the  history  both  of  the  subjection  of  the 
world  to  him,  and  of  its  final  wresting  from  him^ 
It  may  well  have  been  that  in  him,  originally  a  glorious 
angel"  of  God,  had  been  vested  in  the  beginning 
some  kind  of  government  over  the  world ;  and  that 
from  this  dominion,  perhaps  through  some  exaltation 

'  Job  i.  7,  (where  "  walking  to  and  fro"  implies  dominion,  Gen.  xiii. 
17) ;  St.  John  xii.  31,  xiv.  30 ;  St.  Luke  iv.  6 ;  Eph.  ii.  2 ;  St.  Luke 
xi.  21. 

'  So  Theophylact  (on  St.  Luke  xxiii.)  says  that  before  the  death  of 
COirist,  ^€70  SiKaiov  7iv  T(fi  5iap6\(i)  Kara  rwv  \livxt^v,  "the  Devil  had  a 
mighty  right  over  the  souls  of  men." 

"  Isa.  xiv.  12 ;  2  Cor.  xi.  14;.  We  observe  that,  at  the  Temptation, 
Satan  boldly  claims  dominion,  which  is  not  disallowed  by  our  Lord, 
over  all  the  kingdoms  of  the  eartli :  "  All  this  power  wiU  I  give  Thee, 
for  tliat  is  delivered  unto  me."  St.  Luke  iv.  6. 
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of  himself  in  the  pride  of  it  ^,  he  fell :  that  nevertheless, 
for  mysterious  reasons,  there  remained  to  him,  by  the 
original  law  of  his  investiture,  a  possible  dominion  for 
evil  and  for  hurtful  interference,  as  before  a  dominion 
for  good,  and  for  beneficent  operation ;  the  actual 
exercise  of  that  evil  dominion,  however,  the  re-annex- 
ation of  that  goodly  province  to  his  now  accursed 
empire,  being  suspended  on  the  standing  or  falling, 
the  fidelity  or  unfaithfulness  to  God,  of  man  the  ter- 
rene lord  of  all.  But  thus  much  we  do  know :  that  as 
Satan  himself  had  fallen  into  a  state  of  Death,  or 
whatever,  corresponding  to  that,  results  in  the  case  of 
a  bodiless  spirit  from  the  loss  of  the  Divine  Presence  ; 
as  he  was  under  God's  wrath,  and  hopelessly  doomed 
to  "  destruction  from  the  Presence  of  the  Lord ;"  so, 
(however  he  came  by  that  dread  privilege  and  power,) 
there  was  permitted  to  him,  immediately  upon  the  Pall, 
an  instrument  for  buffeting  mankind.  And  that  in- 
strument (as  we  know  from  the  language^  applied  in 
common  to  his  case  and  man's)  was  no  other  than 
a  degree,  a  participation  so  to  speak,  of  that  deathlike 
state  of  his  ;  a  casting  of  the  "  shadow"  of  that  death 
over  the  universe,  by  the  dissolution  of  the  human  and 
ultimately  of  all  other  organisms^  Prom  this  point 
of  view,  then,  death,  as  revealed  to  us  in  Scrij)ture, 
comes  before  us  not  as  a  mere  consequence  of  man's 
sin,  but  as  a  part  of  an  economy  existing  before  the 
Fall.  Nor  does  it  merely  follow  as  a  result :  it  is 
inflicted  by  a  person  :  a  consideration  of  the  highest 
importance  for  understanding  the  whole  subject. 

*  Cf,  1  Tim.  i.  G :  "  Not  a  novice,  lest,  being  lifted  up  with  jnhlc  lie 
fall  into  the  snare  of  the  devil"    See  Isa.  xiv.  13. 
1  St.  Matt.  XXV.  41  ;  Kev.  xx.  10,  xxi.  8. 
'  2  Pet.  iii.  10. 
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On  till'  failure  of  man  under  his  trial,  Satan  en- 
tered innnediately  on  the  full  exercise  of  his  sway. 
A  law  existed  thenceforth,  of  which  nothing  could 
preclude  the  actual  carrying  out,  that  all  creatures 
must  die,  and  ultimately  the  world  itself  be  consumed 
by  tire.  But,  meanwhile,  one  mighty  question  re- 
mained ;  namely,  whether  there  should  or  should  not 
be  any  counterworking  of  this  power  of  Satan  over  the 
world :  whether  the  involved  deathlike  banishment 
from  the  Presence  of  God  should  be  mitigated  now, 
and  ultimately  reversed  altogether;  or  whether  man 
should  share  to  the  utmost,  in  time  and  in  eternity,  the 
portion  of  the  Devil  and  his  angels.  And  this  de- 
pended, as  we  have  seen,  on  another  question  :  whether 
there  could  be  found,  and  applied  to  this  state  of  death, 
the  neutralizing  powers  of  pure  and  innocent  disso- 
lution. This,  though  nothing  else  than  this,  might, 
either  gradually  or  at  once,  restore  life  and  acceptable- 
ness  to  the  world,  and  destroy  the  dominion  of  Satan 
over  it. 

Hereupon,  then,  commenced  that  great  series  of 
spiritual  events  of  whicJi  the  Bible  is  the  record,  and 
the  object  and  end  the  restoration  of  man  to  the  Pre- 
sence of  God.  Nor  is  that  history  there  exhibited  as 
a  contest  between  abstract  evil  and  good,  or  an  ad- 
justment between  the  Divine  attributes,  between  the 
justice  of  God  and  the  mercy  of  God ; — a  topic  with 
which  divines  have  been  prone  to  perplex  themselves 
to  Uttle  purpose.  The  struggle  throughout  is  a 
personal  one,  between  the  might  of  God  on  the  one 
hand  and  the  mysteriously  permitted  power  of  Satan 
on  the  other. 

7.  The  hold  which  Satan  thus  has  upon  the  world 
since  the  Fall  is  exhibited  to  us  mainly  under  two  figures, 
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or  modes  of  convcyinp:  to  us  an  idea  of  the  nature  of 
it.  Law  and  the  sword,  or  tenure  legal  and  tenure 
military,  are  the  two  strongest  forms  of  possession 
known  to  man.  Now  Satan's  hold  is  represented  to 
ns  as  1.  a  ler^al  tenure,  resting  upon  some  such  myste- 
rious pre-contract  as  has  been  above  spoken  of.  The 
relations  between  God,  Satan,  and  man,  acquire  the 
aspect,  and  are  sj)oken  of  in  terms,  of  a  judicial  pro- 
cess. The  condition  of  the  world  since  the  Fall  has 
been,  we  are  told,  that  of  a  legally  condemned  and 
imprisoned  malefactor.  Satan  is  the  Accuser,  con- 
tinually presenting  in  lieaven  his  awful  indictment", 
and  pleading  the  ancient  bond  by  which  the  world  is 
his.  Death  is  the  prison-house,  holding  man  and  the 
world  in  actual  durance^.  For  it  is  of  great  import- 
ance to  observe  that  death  is,  properly  speaking,  a 
present  condition;  according  as  it  was  said,  "In  the 
day  that  thou  eatest  thereof,  thou  shalt  surely  die^" 
Dissolution  is  only  the  last  step  and  consummation 
of  that  conditi(;n.  And  again,  human  death  is  not 
a  thing  2^('r  se,  and  discriminated;  it  was  but  the 
extension  to  earth  of  an  already  existing  state  of 
tliiuQ-s. 

13ut  2.  Satan's  hold  on  man  is  a  mililar^ posscsaiuii, 

•  See  Job  i.  2;  lU-v.  xii.  10;  Zccli.  iii.  1. 

'■  St.  Cliiys.,  Horn,  in  loc.  Gen. :  "  I'lom  llioiiopfovtli,  ns  a  prisoner  led 
foiili  to  cxerution,  lie  is  in  cliains  and  prison."  And  correspondent ly, 
liis  re.st oration  to  life  is  spok(!n  of  as  a  present  and  actually  ineiioatc  con- 
dition, in  this  life.  St.  John  v.  9A-:  "  lie  that  heareth  My  AVord  and 
belicvcth  ...  Iialh  cvcrhistinf,'  life."  1  St.  John  iii.  14:  "We  liarfi 
panned  from  dcalli  unto  life."  Cotnp.  St.  John  xi.  2G  :  "Whosoever  live!  h 
ami  belicvcth  in  Mc,  shall  never  die;"  rather  than,  as  our  J?urial  Service 
renders  it,  "shall  not  die  eternally." 

"  "  Inunediately  Thou  appointedst  dealli  on  him  and  his  general iims," 
2  Ksdr.  iii.  7.  "His  death  was  iniuu^diate,  for  death  is  (lie  separation  of 
the  soul  from  God.  Since  God  is  truly  life,  alienation  from  Jlim  is 
truly  death.  Sin (?),  pain,  and  sorrow  are  all  parts  of  death,  not  lore- 
runners  only."  Williams  on  Gen.  ii.  17. 

U 
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obtained  indeed  by  cunning,  but  maintained  ever  since 
by  force  and  violence,  (whatever  be  the  mode  of  exer- 
cising such  violence  in  the  spiritual  world,)  against  all 
good  agencies  that  would  deprive  him  of  it.  Nor  arc 
the  two  modes  of  tenure,  the  legal  and  the  forceful,  as 
might  seem  at  first  sigiit,  incomj)atible.  God  was 
])lcased  to  respect  the  mysterious  "bond;"  to  hold 
back  His  j)ower  from  working  the  deliverance  of  man 
and  the  destruction  of  Satan,  until  the  terms  of  it  had 
been  fulfilled.  These  terms,  we  are  informed  in  Scrip- 
ture, were  that  the  awful  "  hand-writing"  of  the  bond 
could  only  be  cancelled,  either  in  part  or  entirely,  by 
the  exhibition  of  pure  and  sinless  death.  Till  then, 
the  military  possession  and  legal  imprisonment,  and 
consequent  exclusion  from  God's  Presence,  would  be 
unassailable.     "The  strength  of  sin  was  the  law." 

But  the  means  of  deliverance  were  forthcoming. 
Some  portion  of  the  bond  was  cancelled  by  the  old 
sacrificial  deaths.  By  means  of  these,  Satan's  death- 
like hold  on  man  was  partially  relaxed.  The  deli- 
verance of  Israel,  by  the  blood  of  a  lamb,  from  the 
punishment  of  death,  due  to  their  idolatry  in  Egypt, 
Avas  an  instance  of  this.  Under  the  Law,  again,  the 
various  sacrificial  provisions  and  purifications  did  away 
with  so  much  of  the  bond  as  would  have  inflicted 
death  as  the  penalty  of  approaching  the  lower  Pre- 
sence of  God  then  vouchsafed.  And  when  at  last 
Satan  the  Accuser  was  to  be  cast  ouf^,  the  first  step 
was,  entirely  and  finally  "to®  blot  out  the  hand- 
writing (or  bond)  of  ordinances  that  was  against  us', 

"  Rev.  xii.  9,  10.  «  Col.  ii.  14. 

'  St.  Leo,  Serm.  x.  de  Passioue  :  "Evacuatum  est  igitur  geuerale  illiid 
venditionis  nostrse  et  letliale  cLirograplium ;  et  pactum  captivitatis  in  jus 
transiit  rederatoris."  And  Serm.  iv. :  "  Sanguis  immaculati  agui  antiquse 
prrevaricatiouis  pacta  delebat."  That  this  "haudwrituig"  was  a  uui- 
verscJ  bond  agamst  all  maukiud,  and  is  not  to  be  ideutihed  with  the 
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tliat  wns  contrary  to  us,  and  to  take  it  out  of  the  way, 
or  abolish  it."  Not  till  then  did  the  Great  Warrior  ap- 
proach to  touch  the  stronghold  of  the  now  powerless 
Accuser,  whose  strength  had  departed  from  him  ;  and 
"  spoiling  principalities  and  powers,  made  a  shew  of 
them  openly,  leading  a  triumph  over  tliem^"  The 
same  order  of  conception  obtains  in  Heb.  ii.  14 : 
"That  by  Death  He  might  1.  annul,  {Karapyfiv), 
or  render  powerless,  in  point  of  law  and  right,  him 
that  had  the  j)Ower  of  death,  that  is  the  Devil,  and  2. 
deliver  those  who,  through  fear  of  death,  were  all  their 
lifetime  under  bondage!'' 

The  application  of  the  term  Redemption  to  the  work 
of  man's  deliverance  has  its  root  in  these  two  aspects  of 
Satan's  dominion,  taken  conjointly.  It  was  the  pnying 
of  a  laiL'fid  or  legally  appoinied  milifari/  ransom,  of 
which  the  nature  and  amount  had  been  long  ago 
settled  by  the  Supreme  Disposer  of  the  laws  of  that 
spiritual  warfare.  The  union  of  the  two  ideas  appears 
in  the  language  of  the  Prophets  :  "I  will  ransom  them 
from  i\\Q power  o{  i\\Q  grave;  I  will  redeem  them  from 
death;"  "The  Lord  hath  redeemed  Jacob,  and  ran- 
somed him  from  the  hand  of  him  that  was  slronr/er 
than  he'',"     An  enforced  ransom',  on  the  payment  of 

Mosnic  law,  (wliifli  is  only  a  leaf  am!  parlial  transcrijii,  iVoin  it,)  is  mtU 
maintained  by  EliicoU  on  Col.  ii.  14  ;  and,  as  he  adds,  "  Ijy  most  modern 
commentators."  ]5ut  lie  falls  into  tlie  common  view  of  tracing  it  directly 
to  "immutable  principles  of  justice  and  rectitude,"  in.stcad  of  (as  it 
manifestly  should  be)  to  an  "economy,"  or  pre-estat)lished  relation  be- 
tween God  and  Satan ;  itself,  of  course,  founded  on  those  principles.  ISec 
Kewman,  Scrm.  xi.  vol.  v.  p.  161. ;  with,  however,  the  same  rescrval  ion. 

*  The  rendering  "having  stripped  away  from  Himself"  (Syr.  Copt., 
and  other  vv.,  and  Ellicott,  q.  v.)  "the  liostilc  pressure  they  would  lain 
liavc  exerted  on  Him,"  seems  unnatural ;  but  amounts  to  the  same  thing. 

''  Ilosca  xiii.  14;  Jer.  xxxi.  1  I. 

'  "'  1  will  redeem  them  from  Dcaili,  and  rcpcnlauec  shall  be  hid  from 
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whicli  Satan  was  by  pro-cxistcnt  law  obliged  to  yi(;I(l 
up  liis  captive  taken  in  war,  is  tlie  proper  theological 
notion  of  Redemption. 

There  is,  however,  another  figure,  slightly  modified 
from  that  of  mllUarij  captivity,  under  which  man's 
bondage  to  Satan  is  often  represented.  It  is  that  of 
a  servant  or  slave  obtained  by  purchase,  and  capable 
of  being  redeemed  or  bought  back  again  into  liberty 
on  the  payment  of  the  original  price ;  with  this  con- 
dition annexed,  however,  that  the  re-pnrchascr  or 
"redeemer"  must  be  either  the  servant  himself,  hav- 
ing acquired  the  means  to  do  so,  or  a  Idnsman  of  his, 
but  no  other'.  Tiiis  was  probably  a  very  ancient 
oriental  law,  or  understanding,  under  which  personal 
bondage  had  place.  Under  this  figure  God  frequently 
speaks  of  His  deliverance  of  the  Israelites  out  of  Egypt : 
"  I  redeemed  them  out  of  the  house  of  slaves,  or  of 
bondage,"  (not  from  military  captivity).  It  was  as 
Father  and  nearest  Kinsman  that  God  claimed  Israel 
"  His  Son,  His  Firstborn''." — More  distinctly  still  was 
this  idea  the  basis  of  the  Mosaic  law  of  redemption  in 
connection  with  the  year  of  Jubilee^  If  a  man  had 
sold  either  himself  or  his  land,  he  or  a  kinsman, 
though  no  other,  had  the  right  to  redeem  him  at  an 
equitable  payment.  If  none  could  be  found,  God 
Himself  ledeemed  at  the  year  of  Jubilee,  as  the  carry- 
ing out  of  His  work  of  redemption  wrought  for 
the  whole  nation   by   bringing  them  out  of  Egypt, 

Mine  eyes ;'  i.  e.  Death  had  no  power  to  resist,  [viz.  because  of  a  pre- 
existent  decree,]  and  God  would  not  alter  his  sentence."  Dr.  Pusey  in 
loc.  So  Proclus,  in  his  celebrated  Sermon  before  Nestorius  :  "  It  was 
necessary  that  such  a  price  should  be  paid  in  exchange,  as  could  fully 
claim  their  release." 

J  See  note  on  Hosea  xiii.  11,  in  Dr.  Pusey's  Commentary. 

^  Exod.  iv.  22.  '  Lev.  xxv. 
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whereby  tliey  became  at  once  His  servants  and  His 
sons. — Once  again,  this  figure  is  the  basis  of  the  glori- 
ous lanoruao;e  of  Job,  ch.  xix.  He  there  acknowledges 
the  terrible  truth  of  all  that  his  friends,  especially  in 
the  preceding  chapter,  have  pressed  upon  hiui :  the 
corrupted  condition  of  his  body""  under  the  hand  of 
Satan,  and  the  likelihood  that  it  would  end  in  death 
itself";  his  banishment  meanwhile  from  the  light  of 
God's  countenance",  of  which  all  those  things  were 
but  symptoms  and  consequences  :  to  which  he  spe- 
cially adds  the  desertion  of  him  by  all  his  kinsfolk  and 
friends.  In  a  word,  he  admits  his  condition  to  be  one 
of  utter  exile  and  captivity  in  the  hands  of  death*'. 
Yet  through  all  this  he  persists  in  a  stedfast  conviction, 
that  this  state  of  bondage  could  and  would  be  over- 
come at  last ;  that  he  had  a  Living  Kinsman  AYho 
in  the  last  days  would  stand  up  against  the  power 
of  corruption,  (or  "dust,"  ver.  25);  Who  could  and 
would  pay  the  price  which  alone  could  buy  him  back 
from  this  condition,  and  so  be  his  "  Redeemer ;"  and 
that,  this  done,  his  very  flesh  would  be  delivered'' 
from  that  death-like  condition  which  now  unfitted  him 
for  God's  Presence  and  favour,  and  so  "in  his  flesh'' 
he  should  see  God." — Lastly,  this  aspect  of  redemp- 
tion is  plainly  referred  to  by  St.  Paul,  Heb.  ii.  14.  It 
was  not  enough  in  order  to  qualify  Christ  to  act  as 
the  Redeemer  of  man,  that  He  should  take  on  Him 
a  body  capable  of  death ;  it  must  be  a  human  body, 

»  xviii.  12,  13;  xix.  20,  22.  -  ii.  5  ;  xviii.  11— IS;  xix.  £f.. 

°  xviii.  5,  6;  xix.  1—11.  p  xix.  13—19. 

•»  Cf.  Piiil.  iii.  20:  "We  look  for  the  Saviour,  who  shall  change  the 
body  of  GUI  huiailialion,  that  it  may  be  fashioned  liivc  unto  the  Body  uf 
His  glory." 

'  Or  this  may  well  mean  that  ho  should  sec  God  Tncanialc  —  hii 
Kinsman  wearing  his  own  Ucbh. 
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niul  so  n  luiinnn  Dciilli.  Only  as  a  real  Kinsman  could 
lie  claim  to  redeem  :  "  Forasmuch  as  the  children  were 
partakers  of  tlesh  and  blood,  He  also  took  part  of  the 
same."  For  the  same  reason  His  Death  could  not 
redeem  fallen  ano;els,  because  "  He  took  not  on  Ilim 
the  nature  of  Angels." 

8.  There  were  other  mysterious  conditions  required 
in  (his  death-removing  death  or  dissolution.  1.  It 
might  not  be  by  the  natural  [)rocess  of  decay  ;  prol)al}ly 
because  such  natural  death  is  a  direct  penalty  of  the 
Tall,  and  as  such  would  be  unfitted  to  do  away  with 
penal  death.  But,  2.  it  must  be  a  death  inflicted 
by  the  hand  of  man.  If  an  animal  was  torn  by 
beasts,  for  example,  its  death,  though  violent  and 
not  natural,  would  not  operate  sacrificially.  Thus,  in 
a  marvellous  way  was  the  hand  of  man,  which  had  at 
the  first  pulled  destruction  upon  him,  commissioned 
to  loose  the  bonds  of  his  death.  Under  the  old 
economy,  accordingly,  the  animal  was  not  shiin  by 
the  priest,  but  by  the  offerer",  or  person  to  be  bene- 
fited :  except  in  the  case  of  national  offerings,  when 
the  priest  still  represented  the  offering  party,  the  nation. 
This  mysterious  sacrificial  law  received  its  loftiest 
exemplification  when  the  True  Lamb  was  "  slain  by 
wicked  hands ;"  that  is,  by  man  who  needed  the  sacri- 
fice; while  yet,  being  offered  to  God  by  the  pure 
and  Holy  Hands  of  the  Victim-Priest,  It  was  accepted 
to  sacrificial  purposes.  3.  But  again,  it  must  be 
not  only  a  violent  death,  but  a  death  caused  by  shed- 
ding of  blood.  Hence,  nothing  strangled  could  be 
offered  of  old.  Blood  has  been,  from  the  first,  the 
iostrunient  of  all  redemption.     It  is  not  for  us*  to 

'  See  Patrick  on  Lev.  i.  5. 

'  St.  Athanasius,  (Dc  lucani.,  p.  7^;  Sec)  and  others,  have  sought  to 
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render  a  full  account  of  this  feature  of  the  economy. 
.But  it  is  clear,  from  countless  intimations  of  Holy 
Scripture,  tiiat  the  exliihition  (in  separation  from  the 
body),  and  in  some  mysterious  way  the  application, 
of  the  hlood  of  the  sacrifice  was  a  real  and  indis- 
pensable part  of  sacrificial  (i.e.  of  death-destroying) 
operation.  The  shedding,  pouring  out,  sprinkling  of 
the  blood  of  old,  vmhhj  wrought  deliverance  from 
death  before  the  eyes  of  men,  by  shielding  them  from 
destruction  otherwise  inevitable.  The  blood  of  the 
Passover  lamb  had  this  effect ;  and  so  had  the  blood 
sprinkled  by  Aaron  before  the  ^lercy  Seat,  to  ap- 
proach which  without  such  remedy  would  have  been 
certain  death  to  him,  and  doubtless  also  to  all  Israel. 
We  know,  too,  that  this  was  because  the  life  was  in 
the  hlood"^,  and  therefore  the  death  was,  in  a  manner, 
in  the  blood  shed ;  and  death  has  power  to  overcome 

penetrate  this  mystery,  as  regards  ovir  Lord's  Dcatli.  But  it  sccnis  l)cst 
to  admit  tliat  it  is  an  inscrutable  fcatiu'c  of  that  original  and  mysterious 
law  which  regulates  the  whole  eeonomy  of  condemnation  and  redemj)- 
tion.  Henee  God  is  said  to  have  "  brought  our  Lord  again  from  the 
dead  through  the  blood  of  the  coedading  covenant"  (Heb.  xiii.) :  i.e.  the 
blood  which  the  terms  of  the  primeval  covenant  or  scliemc  required. 
The  term  "blood  of  a  covenant"  occurs  also  Zcch.  ix.  11;  Exod. 
xxiv.  8;  Ileb.  ix.  4;  and  still  in  this  scns(!.  All  other  aceoiuits  of  the 
expression,  such  as  "blood  that  ratifies  a  covenant,"  &e.,  (see  Estius 
on  Ilcb.),  fail  to  assign  any  intelligible  office  to  the  "  blood." 

"  Levit.  xvii.  11.  This  statement  is  thoroughly  confirmed  by  modern 
science.  "Blood  is  a  mighty  river  of  life.  It  is  the  mysterious  centre 
of  chemical  and  tilul  actions,  as  wonderful  as  they  are  indispensable." 
"Tlic  roaring  loom  of  Life  is  never  for  a  moment  still,  [the  bh)od]  carry- 
ing fresh  fuel  to  feed  tlie  mighty  flame  of  life"  "All  the  tisHues  [i.e.  tlie 
substances]  of  the  body  are  nourished  by  the  blood.  As  it  rushes  along 
the  vessels,  certain  of  its  elements  ooze  through  the  delicate  walls  of 
tlic  vesscLs,  and  furnish  a  plasma  from  which  tlie  tissues  arc  elaborated." 
Lcwcs'  riiysiology  of  Common  Life,  vol.  i.,  1859.  Besides  wliicli,  the 
sccict  of  death,  as  is  well  known,  is  the  failure  of  a  due  supply  of  oxygen 
to  the  blood,  in  exchange  for  the  carbon  which  it  conliiiually  seeks  lo 
Ihiow  oil',  and  lo  obtain  compensation  for. 
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death.  ^loic  tliaii  lliis  we  do  not  know.  l^iit 
it  was  not  niore  certain  tliat  Christ  must  sutler, 
than  that  Ills  Blood  must  be  shed,  and  in  sonic  true 
sense  and  efficacious  manner  sprinkled,  (St.  Pet.  i.  2,) 
in  order  to  counterwork  death  and  deliver  man. 
Hence,  too,  the  blood  is  said  to  redeem;  and  all 
that  is  properly  predicated  of  the  death  is  predicated 
of  the  blood. 

9.  As  to  the  position  and  bearing  of  sin,  and  of 
moral  duty  and  holiness,  in  this  economy,  it  may  be 
observed,  1.  that  as  Adam's  sin  involved  his  falling 
ipso  facto  into  a  condition  of  death,  and  of  captivity 
under  the  hand  of  Satan ;  so  has  every  return  to  sin 
on  man's  part  been  a  relapse  into  that  condition. 
"He  that  committeth  sin  is  the  servant  (slave)  of 
sin''."  Sin  brings  into  captivity  to  Ihe  law  of  sin; 
into  a  death-like  condition,  called  by  St.  Paul  the 
"body  of  death,"  i.e.  death  in  its  essential  na- 
ture and  power ".  The  actual  sins  of  men  are 
called  "  dead  works,"  not  as  a  mere  term  of  detest- 
ation, but  as  possessing  and  conveying  the  con- 
dition of  death.  To  be  walking  in  trespasses  and 
sins  is  to  be  "  dead  ^."  But,  2.  as  another  effect 
of  Adam's  sin  was  that  it  unfitted  him  for  God's 
Presence,  heretofore  enjoyed,  so  does  sin  appear  in 
this  character  throughout  the  Bible.  Sin  is  rarely 
exhibited  there  in  connection  with  abstract  principles 
of  right  and  wrong,  but  rather  in  its  effects  as  in- 
volving a  privation  or  diminution  of  holiness  ;  that  is, 
of  fitness  for  God's  Presence,  and  of  actual  possession 
of  it.     Thus  sin  and  holiness  come  to  possess  a  ritual 

'  St.  John  viii.  34 ;  Rom.  vi.  16. 

'  See  Schoettgen  ou  Horn.  vii.  24. 

'  Heb.  ix.  U;  Eph.  ii.  1 ;  Col.  ii.  13  j  St.  Matt.  viii.  22. 
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aspect  thi'ougliout.  They  have  to  do  mainly  with  the 
question  of  acceptable  worship  and  service.  The  one 
is  viewed  as  a  real  disquaUfication,  the  other  as  a  real 
and  necessary  qualification  for  it.  This  view  of  siu 
pervades  more  especially  the  whole  book  of  Psalms^. 
The  misery  of  sin — so  it  is  represented — is  that  it  shuts 
out  from  God,  removes  Ilis  Presence  from  men,  and 
men  from  His  Presence ;  and  the  joy  and  good  of 
holiness  and  duty  lies  in  its  being  a  restoration  to 
these  privileges.  So,  too,  in  the  Prophets,  if  sin  is 
forgiven,  and  death,  or  some  of  its  present  efiects,  done 
away,  the  resulting  good''  is  the  happy  dwelling  before 
God  ill  Zioii  and  serving  Him. 

It  is  to  be  observed,  3.  that  the  laws  of  sacrifice 
above  traced  out  were  not,  after  all,  absolute ;  but 
conditioned  in  all  cases,  and  in  every  stage  of  the 
economy,  by  moral  requirements  in  the  bringer 
of  the  sacriiice.  This  is  so  plainly  set  forth  in  the 
history  of  Cain  and  Abel,  and  so  strongly  in  the 
language  of  David '\  Solomon ^  and  the  Prophets'', 
that  it  has  fostered  the  error  of  supposing  that  the 
old  sacrilices  had  no  povver  or  ofUco  at  all  in  the 
region  of  the  spiritual  relations  between  God  and 
man.  But  the  true  view  manifestly  is,  that  they  were 
not  void,  but  only  voidable.  While  tliey  had,  properly, 
Jill  that  position  and  eflect  which,  as  we  have  seen, 
the   ancient  records  distinctly  ascribe  to  them,  their 

^  Sec  I'ss.  XV.,  xxiv. ;  and  com]),  xxiii.  G;  xxvii.  1 — 7;  xxxi.  1'.),  20; 
xlii.  4,  8;  xliii.  2,  4. 

*  Sec  e.g.  Is;i.  xxiv.  I — 12,  com]);ircd  with  vers.  V^ — 23;  cli;i|).  xxv. 
fi— 8,  eoinpariiig  xxvi.  1,  2;  xxvii.  13;  xxxiii.  17,  20. 

"  i's.  1.  10;  li.  16,  17;  xl.  G — 10,  wlicrc  tlic  primary  sense  is,  (see 
liciigstcubcrg,)  tluit  obedience  is  the  true  sticrilice,  and  the  substance 
of  all  sacrifices. 

••  Prov.  XV.  8  ;  xxi   27. 

<=  Isa.  i.  11;  Ixvi.  i;  Jer.  vi.  V.),  20;  vii.  21—2:}  ;  IIos.  viii.  :j. 
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efllcacy  was  still  liable  to  be  neutralized'^  by  unfitness 
ill  the  offerer.  The  only  question  is, — and  it  is  a  very 
important  one, — what  was  the  measure  of  the  holiness 
or  moral  fitness  refjuired  in  the  worshipper?  And 
the  answer  is,  that  it  varied  with,  and  was,  as  it  should 
seem,  proportioned  to,  the  degree  of  God's  Presence 
vouchsafed  at  different  stages  of  the  economy. 

Concerning  the  exact  degree  of  requirement  in  the 
pre-Mosaic  period  we  are  imperfectly  informed.  We 
know,  however,  that  a  corrupt  mind,  wanting  in  faith 
towards  God,  and  containing  the  seeds,  at  least,  of 
envy  towards  a  brother,  rendered  Cain's  sacrifice  un- 
acceptable ;  and  that  Job's  friends  had  incm-red  ex- 
clusion" from  acceptable  service  by  unworthy  appre- 
hensions of  God.  Under  the  Mosaic  system,  a  very 
full  and  exact  code  of  moral  duties  is  laid  down^  as 
the  proper  condition  for  abiding  acceptably  in  the 
more  awfid  and  intimate  Presence  now  vouchsafed : 
an  advance,  we  can  hardly  doubt,  on  the  moral  terms 
of  admission  to  the  earlier  and  less  intense  degrees  of 
Presence.  At  the  same  time  that  dispensation  was, 
doubtless,  as  in  its  ritual,  so  also  in  its  moral  require- 
ments, administered  leniently.  As  there  were  dis- 
pensations^ accorded  by  God  from  strict  ceremonial 
rules,  so,  probably,  was  a  degree  of  moral  action,  fall- 
ing properly  below  the  law,  accepted  as  sufficient  for 
receivinnr  covenanted  blessino;s :  and  a  relaxation  of 
its  original  stringency,  on  account  of  the  hardness  of 
the  people's  heart,  was  in  one  instance  at  least  super- 
added  to  it^.     On  the  other  hand,  the  moral  and 

^  Compare  oiir  Prayer  of  Access  at  the  Holy  Commmiion :  "  Grant 
us  so  to  eat  the  Flesh  of  Thy  dear  Son  Jesus  Christ  and  to  drhik  His 
Blood,  that  oiu:  sinful  bodies  may  be  made  clean,"  &c. 

^  Job  xlii.  7 — 10.  '  Exod.  xxi. — xxiii. ;  Deut.  vi. — xxv. 

e  St.  Matt.  xii.  4,  .5.  •>  St.  Mark  x.  5,  refcrruig  to  Deut.  xxiv. 
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spiritual  conditioiis  for  enjoying  the  jMosaic  degree  of 
the  Presence  fell  far  short,  at  their  hidiest,  of  those 
required  in  order  to  the  closer  and  more  intimate 
Presence  whereby  God  in  Christ  abides  in  His  Church, 
and  His  Church  in  Him.  This  seems  to  be  veiy 
clearly  laid  down  by  our  Lord  at  the  very  outset  of 
Plis  Ministry',  in  words'"  which  our  Translators,  with 
others,  have  feared  to  render  in  their  plain  meaning, 
lest  a  varying  standard  of  morality  should  be  ascribed 
to  God.  But  what  if  the  standard  set  up  of  old  time 
by  God  Himself  for  Israel  loas  lower  than  would  one 
day  be  required?  This,  which  has  been  denied  by 
some  theologians,  and  but  feebly  vindicated  by  others, 
becomes,  on  the  view  here  set  forth,  perfectly  intel- 
ligible. The  moral  nature  of  God  has  indeed  at  all 
times  been  the  same.  But  His  requirements  for  enter- 
ing into,  and  abiding  acceptably  in,  His  anciently 
vouchsafed  Presence,  fell  short,  by  the  nature  of  the 
case,  of  those  laid  down  for  entering  into  the  "  King- 

'  St.^Iatt.  V.  20,  &c. :  "Except  your  righteousness  shall  exceed" 
(rather,  abound  far  above  tlie  measure  of)  "  the  rigliteousncss  of  the 
Scribes  and  Pharisees,"  apparently  spoken  of  here  in  a  favourable  sense, 
"ye  shall  in  no  case  enter  into  the  kingdom  of  heaven." 

''  St.  Matt.  V.  21:  rjKouffaTf  on  epp46r}  To7i  apxaiois,  "  Yc  have  lu'urd 
that  it  was  said  fo  (E.  V.  6//)  them  of  old  lime. . . .  But  I  say  unto  you  . . ." 
Tlic  older  English  versions  (see  Bagster's  Hcxapla)  rendered  it  ariglit. 
Ol.shausen  and  others  have  endeavoured  to  vindicate  our  Version,  l^iit 
tlic  obvious»i*enderiiig  is  "  to :"  and  after  the  fullest  consideration,  1  do 
not  do>ibt  that  our  Lord  is  really  contrasting  wluit  God — say  rather 
wliat  He  Himself,  as  tlie  administrator  of  the  old  system — liad  laid 
down  a.s  suHicient  foracceptauee  (observe  especially  tlie  laws  of  approach 
to  the  altar,  vers.  2.'^,  21)  and  admission  to  the  then  vouchsafed  beiicfils, 
willi  what  //i.i  new  kingdom  would  reriuirc.  The  glosses  of  the  I'hari- 
Bccs  are  indeed  glanced  at,  (ver.  19,)  l)ut  the  precepts  rcfernMl  to  as 
needing  to  be  outdone,  or  carried  out  in  a  higher  sense,  are  without  ex- 
cr])tion  those  of  God  Himself.  Even  "Tiiou  shalt  hale  Ihiue  enemy," 
ver.  43,  i.s  found  in  substance  in  Deut.  xxiii.  fi,  "  Thou  .shall  not  seek 
their  peace  nor  their  prosperity  all  Ihy  days  for  ever." 
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(loni  of  heaven,"  that  is,  into  the  enjoyment  of  the 
liidiest  degree  of  His  Presence  destined  for  man  here 
and  hereafter.  The  rules  preseril)ed  for  them  of  okl 
time  exacted  only,  and  tliat  not  rigidly,  such  a  degree 
of  moral  attainment  as  God  had  been  pleased  to  lay 
down,  or  as  the  degree  of  His  Presence  under  that 
dispensation  required.  Meanwhile  some,  an  eminent 
few,  as  Enoch,  as  Abraham,  Isaac,  and  Jacob,  or  as 
]\Ioses,  risino;  in  attainments  of  faith  and  holiness  far 
above  what  was  absolutely  required  under  the  old 
system,  were  admitted  to  proportionately  more  inti- 
mate degrees  of  the  Presence  and  Vision  of  God. 
And  those  too  of  a  lower  flight,  who  of  old  time  had 
qualified  themselves  by  pure  seeking  of  God\  (their  dis- 
advantages considered),  for  the  "  Kingdom  of  heaven" 
itself,  would  hereafter  enter  into  it  through  the  Re- 
demption provided ;  though  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  "spirits  of  just  men"  would  be  "made  perfect" 
at  last,  by  application  of  that  Redemption  to  them, 
we  know  but  little"". 

'  See  Rom.  ii.  7,  10. 

"■  Into  tliis,  however,  (viz.  the  mode  of  salvation  tlrrough  Chi'ist  of  the 
persons  described  in  Ilom.  ii.  7,  10,)  St.  Peter  woidd  seem  to  give  some 
insight  when  he  says  (1  Pet.  ui.  19)  that  Christ,  in  the  intermediate 
state,  went  and  preached  (or  annoonced  deliverance)  "to  the  spirits  in 
prison"  or  under  keeping, — whether  of  Satan  or  of  God  is  not  clear, — 
"wliich  sometime  had  been  disobedient"  at  the  time  of  the  flood:  an- 
nouncing to  the  more  faithful  among  them,  and  it  may  be- applying  to 
them,  salvation.  Such  is  the  old  patristic  notion,  and  at  least  a  probable 
one,  of  this  mysterious  passage.  There  is  of  coui-se  the  difQculty  that 
they  are  called  "  disobedient."  Yet  it  would  be  rash  to  conclude  that 
"  they  were  sinners  above  aU  men,  because  they  suffered  such  things,"  and 
that  none  were  solvable  but  Noah  and  his  family.  And  indeed  St.  Peter 
in  that  very  context  is  engaged  in  pointing  out  that  Christ  "  suffered  for 
the  unjust"  and  would  seem  to  name  Christ's  preaching  to  the  " dis- 
obedient" ones  of  Noah's  time  as  a  signal  instance  of  that  n:ercy.  "  He 
went  {iropivdeh)  and  preached  even  Utii)  unto  the  spirits  iu  prison,  which 
sometime  were  disobedient,"  &c. 
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10.  The  positions  above  laid  down  seem  to  furuisli 
a  clear  answer  to  the  question  so  much  discussed  of 
late  years,  as  to  how  far,  and  in  what  sense,  the 
Sacrifice  of  Christ's  Death  was  vicarious,  and  an 
Atonement.  Plainly  it  was,  first  of  all,  so  far  vica- 
rious, that  it  was  an  act  of  championship ;  the  dis- 
charging,/oi;-  7is,  of  a  work  that  we  must  else  have 
done,  had  we  been  cnpahle  (which,  however,  we  were 
nf)t)  of  doing  it.  And  sinco  the  very  essence  and  de- 
linition  of  this  work  was,  according  to  the  mysterious 
law  of  the  Economy,  the  undergoing  of  a  death,  and 
that,  too,  by  shedding  of  blood,  which  of  necessity  is 
a  death  of  pain  ;  it  follows  that  Christ  truly  suffered 
and  died  "for  us,  and  for  our  sins."  For  us,  and  in 
our  })lace,  since  we  ought  to  have  done  the  work  and 
suiforcd  the  redeeming  death",  if  we  could  have  done 
so :  for  our  sins,  since  they  necessitated  this  action 
and  suffering.  "lie  gave  Himself,"  then,  "for  us; 
the  Just,"  and  therefore  cnpable,  "  for  the  unjust," 
and  therefore  incapable  :  "  lie  bore  our  griefs,  and 
carried  our  sorrows  ;"  griefs  and  sorrows  properly  ours 
to  bear:  "the  chastisement"  which  alone  could  pro- 
cure "  our  peace,  was  on  Him,"  instead  of  on  us  ;  "  and 
with  His  stri])es  we  were  healed."  That  the  wrath 
of  God  thus  fell  on  the  innocent,  is  true.  But  this 
was,  so  to  spc3ak,  an  accident  of  the  mysterious  f'co- 
nomy.  It  was  not  so  done  in  order  that  a  vin- 
dictive wrnth  might  have  an  object  whereupon  to 
wreak  itself;  but  tiiiit  the  requirements  of  a  law,  the 
grounds  of  which  are   to  us   inscrutable",  might   be 

"  Comp.  Andrcwcs,  Prcccs  rrivaisc,  Fcria  quarta:  "Credo  in  Pas- 
sioiiil)ns,  ipias  nos  oporltdl,  ne  nos ;  crucc,  malctlictioncm  logis,  iiiortc, 
slimulum  mortis,  scpullura,  corniptioncin  in  .scpulcliris  clcrnam,  sulj- 
lala." 

"  That  i.s  to  say,  that  (as  above  explained)  we  cannot  possibly  know 
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satisfied,  rhiiiily,  too,  the  Death  of  Christ  was,  in 
j)rrie('tion,  what  all  previous  sacrilices  had  been  in  their 
measure  and  sphere,  an  Atonement'',  or  means  of  re- 
coneihation.  IJy  removing  that  which  had  shut  man 
out  from  God's  Presence,  viz.,  a  deathlike  condition, 
it  rendered  his  entrance  into  heaven  possible  :  exactly 
as  the  old  j\Iosaic  sacrifices  removed  unfitness  for 
enterina:  into  the  tabernacle  Presence. 

Bat,  on  the  other  hand,  it  is  plain  that  Christ  did 
not  so  take  our  place  by  suffering  and  dying,  that  we 
should  not,  in  our  own  persons,  undergo  each  one  the 
exact  penalty  originally  attached  to  sin,  namely,  disso- 
jntion.  Man  was  to  be  delivered  from  this,  not  by 
being  allowed  to  evade  it,  any  more  than  Israel  was 
to  escape  the  Red  Sea,  or  Jonah  the  ocean  :  but,  like 
them,  by  going  down  into  it,  and  coming  up  out  of  it 
in  a  new  condition,  purchased  for  him  by  the  Death 
of  Christ,  and  applied  to  him  by  a  real  communion 
with  that  Death  and  with  the  ensuing  Resurrection. 

Thus  man,  both  the  race  and  the  individual,  bears  ^, 
after  all,  all  that  by  his  nature  and  position  he  is 
capable  of  bearing ;  and  all  that  was  at  the  first  de- 
nounced as  his  punishment.    The  original  doom, — the 

why  penal  death  should  have  reqmred  a  voluntary  death  in  ordei-  to  tlie 
undoing  of  it.  That  it  was  so.  is  certain  from  Scripture.  But  this  fact 
is  the  lowest  stratum,  so  to  speak,  to  which  our  theological  knowledge 
extends,  or  can  extend.  On  what  that  stratum  itself  rests,  we  are  pro- 
foundly ignorant. 

^  The  word  "atonement"  occurs  but  once  in  our  Version;  its  equi- 
valent, "reconcile,  reconciliation,"  {Ka.Ta\\iaaui,Ka.ToX\wyr],)  frequently. 
But  iu  0.  T.  "atonement"  is  almost  always  used,  representing  Heb. 
caphor,  and  signifying  restoration  to  God's  favour  and  service  by 
payment  of  a  price  (Exod.  xxx.  16)  or  the  intervention  of  a  sacrifice. 
Caplior  (whence  perhaps  operire,  'to  cover')  is  lilerallj  to  "smear  over," 
(Gen.  vi.  14,)  hence  to  "obliterate"  the  cause  of  oifeuce. 

•1  See  St.  Aug.,  De  Peccato,  ii.  30—31. 
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universal,  the  inevitable,  the  involuntary,  the  penal 
death, — the  death  of  the  wrongdoer,  and  of  the  con- 
demned, as  such,  falls  still  on  every  man.  But  the 
Death  which  alone  could  hinder  that  death  from  being 
eternal, — the  special,  the  inimitable,  the  self-chosen, 
the  curative  Death,  the  Death  of  the  Blameless  and 
the  Self-devoted, — is  freely  borne  by  Christ,  that  man 
might  not  perish  everlastingly.  In  this  sense,  and 
to  this  extent,  "  by  the  grace  of  God  He  tasted  death 
for  every  manr 

And  it  is  especially  to  be  observed,  in  contravention 
of  modern  and  really  shallow  conceptions,  however 
profound  an  aspect  they  may  wear,  that  it  was,  in  the 
strictest  sense,  by  the  Death  of  Christ,  not  by  His  Life, 
that  the  Redemption  of  mankind  was  effected.  Directly, 
strictly  and  properly,  it  was  not  the  holiness  of  that 
Life,  however  holy,  nor  the  Divinity  of  that  Life,  how- 
ever Divine ;  not  this,  but  the  Fact  of  that  Death — 
that  Death  as  an  instrument,  as  being  the  Death  of 
a  Man  perfectly  pure  and  sinless — this  it  was  that 
by  satisfying  the  conditions  of  a  ])re-existent  Law', 
bought  man  back  from  everlasting  destruction. 

At  the  same  time,  the  j)art  assigned  to  that  Holy  Life 
in  the  matter  of  Redemption, — over  and  above  its  pro- 
per loveliness  in  God's  sight,  for  its  holiness'  sake,  and 
independently  also  of  its  functions  for  sanctification 
through  mystical  communion  with  it,  —  is  most  im- 
])ortant.  Its  part  was,  manifestly,  to  constitute  and 
exhibit  him  a  holy  and  sinless  Man,  and  having 
power,  as  such,  to  redeem,  by  offering  a  Death  innocent, 
iion-i)enal,  and  voluntary.  His  Life  fultilled  the  i)rc- 
liininary  requirements  or  conditions  of  the  ancient  and 

'  St.  Allianas.,I)c  Tiicam.,  p.  03  :  "  By  the  sacrifice  of  His  Own  Dody 
lie  put  ail  cud  to  the  law  wliieli  wa.s  agaiiL-it  wa." 
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awful  Law,  "  liaiulwriting"  or  bond;  and  His  Death 
was  therefore  of  power  to  annul  it,  or  do  it  away. 

However,  provided  that  we  assign  to  the  Death  tlic 
supreme  and  prerogative  part,  we  may  safely  view  the 
Life  as  blending  with  it  in  one  sacrifieial  and  recon- 
ciling whole.  Both  the  Life  of  Christ  and  His  Death 
were  well-pleasing  to  God,  an  acceptable  Gift,  "  a  sweet 
savonr;"  but  in  their  several  place  and  way.  The 
holy  Life  and  the  obedience  of  it,  for  its  holiness'  and 
its  obedience'  sake  :  the  Death  for  its  niighty  achieve- 
ment's sake,  as  bringing  back  to  God  a  world  else 
alienated  from  ILim  as  unholy,  and  offensive  to  Hiiii 
as  dead,  but  now  restored  to  a  capacity  both  for  life 
and  holiness.  These  taken  together,  and  presented 
by  Him  to  God  both  as  Sacrifice  and  as  Priest,  con- 
stituted "  a  full,  perfect,  and  sufficient  sacrifice,  obla- 
tion, and  satisfaction  for  the  sins  of  the  whole  world." 
All  this  cannot  be  better  expressed  than  in  the  words 
of  perhaps  our  greatest  Divine,  in  his  greatest  work  : — 

"  Clirist  was  therefore  sent 
Tl:iat  He  might  take  upon  Him  the  Seed  of  Abraliam, 

And  by  tlie  Oblation  of  His  Life 
Might  fulGl  the  obedience  of  the  Law, 

And  by  the  Sacrifice  of  His  Death 
Might  take  away  the  curse  of  it;   Gal.  iii.  13; 

And  by  His  Death 
Miglit  redeem  the  world, 

And  by  His  Kesurrectiou 
Might  restore  it  to  life^" 

Thus  far,  then,  of  such  points  connected  with  sacri- 
fice in  general,  and  with  Christ's  Sacrifice  in  particu- 
lar, as  seem  to  be  suggested  by  the  narrative  of  the 
Fall.  Other  points  of  the  highest  importance,  and 
absolutely  necessary  to  right  conceptions  of  the  Holy 
Eucharist, — such  as  the  relation  of  the  offerer  to  his 

'  Bp.  iVaidrewcs,  Preces  Quotidianae,  Feria  Sexta,  or  Priday. 
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sacrifice, — how  he  was  conceived  to  be  presented  in 
it,  and  indeed  actually  was  so,  and  was  sanctified  as 
well  as  "redeemed"  by  it; — the  nature  of  priesthood  ; 
— the  relation  of  the  offerer  to  the  priest,  and  of 
the  bloodless  kind  of  offerings  or  sacrifices  to  those 
consisting  of  slain  victims ; — these,  and  many  other 
points,  will  be  treated  of  as  they  arise  in  connection 
with  the  actual  history  of  sacrifice,  upon  which  we 
proceed  to  enter. 

SECTION  III. 

It  has  been  deemed,  with  much  probability,  that 
the  first  footsteps  of  actual  sacrifice  may  be  traced 
within  the  precincts  of  Paradise  itself.  Nor  can  any 
presumption  to  the  contrary  be  founded  upon  the 
holiness  of  that  place.  For  where  the  Devil,  and  sin, 
and  death  could  enter,  there  sacrifice  was  so  far  from 
being  out  of  place,  that  we  should  naturally  expect, 
when  once  we  have  apprehended  its  true  nature  and 
office,  to  find  it.  And  the  analogy  of  many  subse- 
quent occasions  *,  on  which  God  instructed  man,  espe- 
cially after  some  fall,  to  approach  Him  by  the  way  of 
sacrifice,  renders  it  infinitely  probable  that  He  dealt 
no  less  mercifully  with  our  first  parents :  that  He 
made  known  to  them",  bowed  down  as  they  must 
have  been  with  the  misery  and  terror  of  their  new 

'  Gen.  XV.  9  ;  Job  xlii.  8  ;  Judges  xvi.  23. 

"  Comp.  Lewis,  Origines  Hcbrseai,  iv.  4 :  "  Wlien  sin  had  changed 
the  scene,  and  mankind  was  sunk  under  a  state  of  guilt,  he  was  then  to 
seek  for  a  way  to  pacify  God's  anger :  and  this  was  done  by  bloody  and 
expiatory  sacrifices.  And  as  to  tliese,  it  seems  reasonal)le  that  tliey  should 
be  founded  upon  a  positive  institution :  because  pardon  of  sin  being  a 
matter  of  pure  grace  and  favour,  whatever  was  a  means  to  signify  and 
convey  tliat,  must  be  ai)pointed  l)y  (lod  Himself,  lirst  revealed  to  Adam, 
and  by  him  communicated  to  liis  fliilcbin." 
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condition,  a  mode  of  acceptable  and  safe  approach 
to  Ilim.  And  there  is  at  least  one  positive  indica- 
tion that  lie  did  so.  That  beasts  were  slain,  or, 
however,  snffered  death,  in  Paradise,  is  certain;  the 
only  recorded  transaction  between  God  and  the  first 
pair  between  the  Fall  and  the  expulsion  being,  that 
He  "  made  them  coats  of  skins,  and  clothed  them." 
This,  taken  in  conjunction  with  the  subsequent  law, 
that  even  of  whole  burnt  sacrifices  the  slcui  should  be 
})reserved  and  dedicated  to  God  in  the  form  of  priestly 
clothing  ^,  has  with  much  reason  been  thought  to  in- 
dicate that  sacrifice  had  been  offered.  And  it  would 
certainly  be  most  harmonious,  and  full  of  memorial  ^ 
teaching,  that  of  the  sacrifice  which  had  re-admitted 
them  in  a  measure  to  the  forfeited  Presence,  a  result 
and  a  record  should  remain  in  the  form  of  a  covering^, 
hiding  their  shame  in  the  Presence  of  God  and  man. 
Their  sacrifice  would  thus  redound  to  their  perma- 
nent and  not  merely  to  their  temporary  covering  from 
God's  wrath,  and  admission  to  His  Presence  ^ 

*  Lev.  vii.  8.  The  skins  of  sin-offeriugs  for  the  whole  nation,  or  for 
the  priest,  were,  however,  consumed,  (Lev.  iv.  11,)  in  token  of  the 
divine  wrath. 

''  "  If  on  the  sinner's  outward  frame 

God  hath  impress'd  His  mark  of  blame. 
And  even  our  bodies  slu-ink  at  touch  of  light. 
Yet  mercy  hath  not  left  us  bare : 
The  very  weeds  we  daUy  wear 
Are  to  Faith's  eye  a  pledge  of  God's  forgiving  might." 

Chkistiax  Year — Sexagesima  Sunday . 

*  Compare  Exod.  xx.  26 :  where  the  importance  of  the  precept  is 
marked  by  its  standing  alone  in  the  brief  rudimentary  statement  of  the 
law,  as  a  personal  qualification  for  the  priest's  appearing  in  God's 
Presence. 

»  In  perfect  accordance  with  this,  Christ  om-  Sacrifice  is  the  Clothing, 
the  permanent  hiding  and  sanctification,  as  weU  as  from  time  to  time 
ihe  Food,  of  His  people ;  "  as  many  as  have  been  baptized  into  Christ, 
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However  this  may  be,  the  history  of  Cain  and  Abel 
furnishes  incontestable  proof  of  the  existence  of  sacri- 
lice  shortly  after  the  expulsion  from  Paradise ;  and 
when  studied  by  the  light  of  subsequent  history, 
yields,  notwithstanding  the  obscurity  of  some  expres- 
sions, no  inconsiderable  degree  of  information  on  the 
subject  of  sacrifice. 

1.  There  Avas  at  that  time  a  Divine  Presence  vouch- 
safed, and  most  probably  localised  ^ ;  it  being  indi- 
cated by  a  Voice,  and  it  may  be  also  by  some  out- 
ward manifestation :  perhaps,  as  some  have  thought, 
by  the  Cherubic  Forms  at  the  East  of  Eden.  The 
benefits  of  this  Presence  were,  it  seems,  confined  to 
local  bounds,  namely  to  those  of  the  land  of  Eden, 
as  in  after  ages  to  those  of  Canaan.  For  Cain  goes 
out  from  the  Presence  °,  and  dwells  to  the  East  of 
Eden ;  and  his  misery  is,  that  he  will  hereafter  be 
deprived  of  the  protection  of  God  hitherto  enjoyed, 
and  exposed  to  death  at  the  hand  of  any  one  ^.  To 
the  seat  of  this  Presence  it  was  that  the  two  brothers 

have,"  as  priests  unto  God,  "  put  on  Christ."  Gal.  iii.  27-  It  is  difficult 
to  imagine,  with  EUicott,  that  there  is  no  allusion  here  to  clotliing. 

''  Hooker,  v.  11.  1.  See  Blunt,  Veracity  of  Moses,  i.  1 ;  and  for  au 
able  Essay  on  the  whole  subject,  Deyling's  learned  Observationes 
Sacra;,  ii.  4. 

*  Comp.  2  Kings  xiii.  23;  xxiv.  20:  "Through  the  anger  of  the 
Lord  it  came  to  pass  in  Jerusalem  and  Judah,  until  lie  had  cast  them 
out  from  His  Presence  (i.e.  out  of  the  Holy  Land,  viz.  by  the  Caplivity), 
that  Zedckiah  rebelled  against  the  King  of  Babylon." 

''  A  clearer  version  of  vers.  10 — 14  would  be  obtained  by  distinguish- 
ing between  "  the  earth"  and  "  the  ground"  thi-oughout.  "  Thy  bro- 
ther's blood  crieth  unto  Me  from  the  ground"  {adamah).  "And  now 
thou  art  cursed  from  the  ground  which  hath  opened  her  mouth.  .  ,  . 
"VVlien  thou  tillcst  the  ground  it  shall  not,"  &c.  "  A  vagabond  shalt 
thou  be  in  the  earth"  (ercis.)  "Tliou  hast  driven  me  forth  from  tlie 
face  of  the  ground,  (i.e.  from  its  benefits  when  tilled) ;  and  from  Thy 
Face  (i.e.  Presence),  shall  I  be  liid;  and  I  sliaU  be  a  vagabond  on  the 
face  of  the  rarl/i." 

E   2 
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"brought*""  their  oflcriiigs,  and,  as  it  seems,  to  the 
door  or  entrance  of  it,  (vcr.  7).  They  came,  moreover, 
at  the  same  time,  probably  a  customary  one,  and 
doubtless  to  one  altar  and  priest.  And  it  would 
seem  to  follow  of  necessity,  that  Adam  was  the  priest 
to  that  altar,  and  offered  up  the  sacrifices. 

2.  There  were  two  distinct  sacrifices,  both  recog- 
nised^ a&  such,  though  consisting  of  different  mate- 
rials,—  animals  and  fruits  of  the  earth.  For  both 
are  called  by  the  same  name,  minchah,  'gift;'  as  if 
equally  capable  of  acceptance,  provided  there  was  no 
defect  in  the  manner  or  spirit  in  which  they  were 
offered.  The  idea  that  Cain's  was  rejected  because  it 
did  not  consist  of  a  lamb  or  other  animal,  is  contradicted 
by  the  whole  experience  of  later  ages,  in  which  the 
other  kind  of  sacrifices  enjoyed  a  distinct  recognition^, 
and  very  exalted  privileges ;  and  also  by  the  language 
of  St.  Paul''.  It  should  be  observed,  however,  that 
under  the  Mosaic  system  the  acceptability  and  sacri- 
ficial efficacy  of  the  offering  of  fruits  of  the  earth  was, 
as  we  shall  see  hereafter,  conditional.  1.  If  it  was 
a  private  sacrifice,  the  circumstances  of  the  offerer 
must  be  such  as  to  justify  the  simpler  gift :  and  2.  it 

*  The  word  in  Hebrew  for  "  brouglit"  is  never  used  about  domestic 
or  private  sacrifices,  but  always  about  those  public  sacrifices  which 
were  brought  to  the  door  of  the  Tabernacle.  Patrick,  in  loc.  See  Lev. 
i.  4,  &c. 

'  So  Gueranger,  a  modem  French  writer:  "Notwithstanding  the 
difference  of  their  sacrifices,  and  even  in  virtue  of  that  difference,  Cain 
and  Abel  attest  by  their  offertiigs  a  pre-established  order  and  ritual, 
though  the  sacrifice  of  the  latter  was  bloody,  and  of  the  former  not  so." 
Institutions  Liturgiques,  i.  19;  also  Wilhams  on  Gen.,  p.  413. 

s  Ebrard  (on  Heb.  xi.  2)  errs  so  widely  as  to  say  that  fruits,  wliich 
Cain  offered,  "  were  not  tilings  adapted  for  sacrifice." 

'■  In  Heb.  xi.  1  Abel's  is  only  called  a  better  (or  larger,  irXilova) 
sacrifice  than  Cain's ;  it  is  not  even  hinted  that  Cain's  was  no  sacrifice 
at  all,  or  that  it  was  incapable  of  acceptance. 
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must  in  any  case  be  conceived  of  as  standing  in  lieu  of, 
or  in  close  relation  to,  a  slain  offering ;  that  kind  alone 
possessing,  in  strictness  ?d\(\per  se,  any  sacrificial  power. 
The  first  of  these  conditions  Cain,  as  having  no  flocks 
of  his  own,  fulfilled :  but  it  is  most  probable  that  his 
rejection  was  caused  by  his  disregard  of  the  second ; 
by  his  failing  to  acknowledge  the  necessary  and  proper 
inferiority  of  his  bloodless  offering  to  those  of  the 
class  to  which  his  brother's  belonged ;  and  so  by  his 
want  of  faith  in  the  already  revealed  principle,  that 
"  without  shedding  of  blood  is  no  remission."  A 
kindred  fault,  we  may  observe,  to  that  which  St.  Paul 
charges  the  Corinthians  with;  the  "not  discerning" 
the  true  relation  of  the  "fruits"  to  the  slain  Sacrifice. 
Cain's  was,  in  the  first  instance,  a  ritual  sin  against 
God ;  and  his  anger,  directed  first  against  Him, 
afterwards  vented  itself  upon  his  brother,  as  having, 
with  whatever  reason,  found  more  favour  with  God 
by  his  sacrifice.  This  view  accords  well  with  the 
words  of  God,  (especially  as  interpreted  by  the  LXX,') 
"  If  thou  offerest  aright,  shalt  thou  not  be  accepted  ? 
and  if  thou  dost  not,  a  sin-offering  is  at  the  door;" 
on  offering  which  he  might  recover  his  j)osition  of 
acceptableness.  It  harmonizes  also  with  St.  Paul's 
saying,  that  "  by  faith  Abel  offered  a  more  excellent 
sacrifice  than  Cain,  by  which"  (either  the  faith  or  the 
sacrifice)  "he  obtained  witness  that  he  was  righteous, 
i.e.  sound  in  ritual  or  religious  faith  ;  God  testifying 
to  the  acceptability  of  his  gifts ;"  and  with  St.  John's, 
"And  wherefore  slew  he  him?  because  his  own 
works,"  (or  doings  in  the  matter  of  the  sacritice,  since 
the  narrative  speaks  of  no  others,)  "  were  evil,  and 

'  "If  thou  offerest,  indeed,  aright,  but  dost  not  dibcrinuualc  arighl, 
{bpOiii  fi))  itfSjif,)  hast  not  iliou  siuiicd  ?" 
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his  brotlier's  riglitcoiis."  It  may,  of  course,  well 
have  been  that  Cain  united  from  the  first  moral''  to 
ritual  disqualifications  for  acceptance  with  God. 

3.  The  ruling  conception  of  sacrifice,  in  this  the 
first  known  transaction  of  that  nature,  is  plainly 
declared  to  be  that  of  an  acceptable  gift  made  by 
man  to  God.  This  appears  from  the  generic  name ' 
given  to  both  the  offerings,  signifying  as  it  does 
a  tribute  offered  to  a  superior ;  and  from  the  answer 
of  God  to  Cain. 

4.  At  the  same  time,  the  indispensable  basis  is  seen 
to  be  the  shedding  of  blood ;  the  removal,  in  a  mea- 
sure, by  the  death  of  a  living  and  innocent  crea- 
ture, of  man's  unfitness  for  God's  Presence.  Sacrifice 
Yi  gift  on  the  basis  of  atonement. 

5.  Faith  in  this  principle  was,  if  we  have  read  the 
narrative  aright,  indispensable  likewise.  And  that 
faith,  coalescing  with  faith  in  the  promise  of  One  who 
should  altogether  do  away  with  the  wrath  of  God  and 
the  unfitness  of  man  for  His  Presence,  may  well  have 
looked  onward  (though,  for  want  of  knowledge  of  the 
Incarnation,  very  dimly)  to  entire  Redemption  by  the 
Blood  of  Christ.  Such  a  view  of  Abel's  sacrifice  has 
ever  prevailed  very  widely  in  the  Church. 

6.  The  offerer  was  understood,  as  we  are  distinctly 
told,  to  be  implicitly  accepted  in  and  by  his  offering 
or  gift.  And  that  acceptance  involved,  as  appears  by 
the  lament  of  Cain,  1.  a  blessing  on  the  fruits  of  the 
earth,  or  other  means  of  subsistence ;  2.  providential 

■'  So  Irenseus,  Haer.  iv.  18  :  "Quoniam  (Abel)  cum  simplicitate  et  in- 
stitia  obtulerit,"  Caiu  not. 

'  Minchah,  from  yanoach,  '  to  deposit  or  leave  behind/  as  a  present, 
generally  for  a  superior,  as  tribute  or  to  procm-e  favour.  See  Gen. 
xxxiii.  10;  2  Sam.  vui.  2;  rendered  in  LXX,  Gen.  iv.,  and  by  St.  Paul, 
Heb.  xi.  2,  by  ll^pov  or  Bvala,  indifferently. 
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protection  from  injury ;    and  3.  above  all,   right  of 
worship  "  and  service  before  God  at  the  Sanctuary. 

7.  On  yet  closer  examination  of  the  narrative,  w^e 
seem  to  discern,  already  in  existence,  the  three  classes 
of  sacrifice  so  fully  developed  afterwards  in  the  Mosaic 
Law.  1.  The  whole  burnt-offering;  2.  the  sin  or 
trespass-offering;  3.  the  peace  or  eucharistic-offer- 
ing.  Of  the  first  there  can  be  no  doubt ;  some 
Jewish  writers  maintaining  that  no  other  kind  was 
known  before  the  law.  As  to  the  second,  provided" 
under  the  Mosaic  law  for  the  expiation  of  any  kind  of 
transgression  of  ritual  requirements,  and  for  some  few 
moral  offences,  we  have  seen  that  such  an  offering  was 
very  probably  spoken  of  here  by  God  Himself.  And 
a  reference  to  Lev.  iii.  will  shew  with  what  good  rea- 
son some  Jewish  writers  rely  upon  the  special  men- 
tion here  of  the  "  fat°,"  ("  the  firstlings  and  of  the  fat 
thereof,")  as  pointing  to  peace-offerings,  of  which  the 
fat  was  pre-eminently  the  part  reserved  for  the  altar, 
the  rest  being  eaten  by  the  priest  and  the  offerer. 
Thus  would  the  earliest  burnt-sacrifice  on  record  seem 
to  have  been  accompanied  by  its  eucharistic  offering 
and  feast.      One  animal,  at  least,  was   wholly  con- 

■"  "From  Tliy  Face  sliall  I  be  hid,"  Gcu.  iv.  14;  i.  e.  "lam  banished 
from  Thy  blessed  Presence,  and  shall  not  have  liberty  to  come  before 
Thy  Glorious  Majesty."     Patrick,  in  loc. 

°  Sec  Lev.  iv.  1 — vii.  7,  and  Outram,  Patrick,  &c.,  in  loc.  It  is  ol)- 
Bcrvable,  that  the  mention  of  the  door  or  entrance  {pelhach,  '  an  open- 
ing,' but  in  Gen.  deklli,  'a  door')  is  made  more  cspeci;dly  in  connection 
with  the  sin-ofTering  (Lev.  iv.  3,  7,  al),  though  all  sacrifices  were 
brought  tiiithcr. 

°  ILeb.  'fats,'  wliich  is  a  peculiarly  sacrificial  form,  indicating  the 
presence  of  more  than  one  animal  slain  as  a  peace-oilcring ;  for  in  that 
case  the  reserved  parts  were  spoken  of  in  the  plural,  as  Lev.  ix.  19.  It 
is  true  the  fat  is  specified  in  connection  with  the  burnt-olTcring  also  (Lev. 
i.  S),  but  is  far  more  prominent  in  tlic  peace-offering  (Lev.  iii.  3,  4),  of 
wliich  it  is  said  "all  (lie  fat  is  (hf  Ijord's." 
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siuucd  ;  another,  or  oLliers,  in  part  consumed,  and  the 
rest  enten  with  thankfuhiess. 

The  objection  that  animal  food  was  not  permitted 
before  tlie  Flood,  cannot  be  sustained^;  though  it  is 
not  improbable  that  the  permission  was  until  then 
confined  very  strictly  to  animals  solemnly  ofiered  in 
sacrifice,  and  received  an  enlargement  after  the  Flood. 

8.  The  view  here  taken  of  this  primitive  offering 
proceeds  throughout  upon  the  supposition  of  Sacrifice 
having  been  of  Divine  origin*'.  And  in  truth  this  is 
involved  in  the  position  taken  up  throughout  this  dis- 
cussion, and  borne  out  by  the  whole  tenor  of  Holy 
Scripture ;  viz.  that  the  object  of  all  Sacrifice  was  to 
remove  unfitness  for  the  Divine  Presence,  and  so  re- 
open the  closed-up  communication  between  God  and 
man.  For  how,  it  may  be  asked,  can  man  conceivably 
have  devised  for  himself  any  means  which  should  have 

P  See  the  writers  ia  Poli  Synopsis,  especially  Bochaxt.  It  is  incon- 
ceivable that  flocks  and  herds  would  have  been  kept,  as  Grotius  and 
others  suppose,  for  the  sake  of  the  wool  and  milk  only.  Estius,  in  loc, 
refers  to  Dominicus  a  Soto,  1.  v.  1,  for  solid  argmuents  in  proof  of  man's 
having  used  animal  food  from  the  Fall.  See  also  Williams  on  Gen.  iv. 

■J  See  above,  Part  I.  p.  173.  The  whole  question  is  ably  discussed, 
and  decided  in  the  affirmative,  by  DeyUiig,  Observ.  Sacrae,  ii.  4,  where 
the  authorities  on  both  sides  will  be  found.  Among  the  early  wi-iters, 
strange  as  it  may  seem,  Justin  Martyr,  Origen,  Irenseus,  Cyril,  Jerome, 
and  Chi-ysostom  take  the  negative  view,  chiefly  through  the  desire  of 
discrediting  the  pretensions  of  heathen  sacrifices.  Eusebius  (Demonstr. 
Evang.,  c.  10)  refers  sacrifice  to  a  divine  intuition  or  instinct.  The 
Jewish  vmters,  as  Abarbanel  and  Maimonides,  also  deny  the  Divine 
origin ;  as  do  Grotius,  Spencer,  Warbm-ton,  and,  later  still,  Davison, 
whose  work  on  the  subject  is  unworthy  of  so  able  a  man.  The  earlier 
Roman  winters,  as  Bellarmine,  Pereira,  take  the  same  side ;  but  among 
ourselves,  Shuckford,  Patrick,  and  many  others,  uphold  the  Divine  ori- 
gin, as  does  the  latest  Roman  rituahst,  Gueranger,  as  referred  to  above, 
note,  p.  47 :  "  Liturgy  dates  from  the  commencement  of  the  world.  God 
deigned  to  reveal  the  forms  of  liturgy,  as  He  gave  man  thought  and 
speech."  So  too  Mr.  Williams,  whom  none  will  accuse  of  any  disregard 
to  tlie  earlier  writers,  p.  404. 
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power  to  accomplish  this?  Or  if,  again,  the  ancient 
sacrifices,  including  that  now  under  consideration, 
were,  as  is  universally  allowed,  types,  i.e.  copies,  or 
reflections,  of  the  future  Christian  Economy,  then  the 
Divine  origin  of  sacrifice  is  conceded.  For  to  whom 
but  God  was  the  Original  known  beforehand,  or  by 
what  Hand  but  His  could  the  "copies"  receive  their 
shaping  ?  Nor  is  anything  more  probable,  consider- 
ing the  whole  structure  of  the  narrative,  than  that 
a  very  distinct  and  somewhat  full  body  of  ritual  and 
sacrificial  instructions  had  been  imparted  to  Adam  at 
the  time  of  his  Fall  and  expulsion  ^  Cain  certainly 
had  a  distinct  knowledge,  as  we  have  seen,  of  certain 
privileges,  spiritual  and  temporal,  attaching  to  the 
Presence  and  service  of  God.  And  besides  various  parti- 
culars of  service  already  touched  upon, — the  sanctuary 
Presence ;  the  two  materials,  and  the  three  classes, 
of  sacrifices ;  the  "  bringing"  of  them  to  a  priest; — all 
more  or  less  clearly  intimated  ; — it  is  certain  that  the 
distinction  of  clean  and  unclean  animals  prevailed 
before  the  Flood,  and  therefore  probably  from  the 
very  first.  And  in  truth  it  is  well  worthy  of  consi- 
deration, whether  a  revelation  concerning  sacrifice  was 
not  necessarily  involved  in  the  original  promise,  "I 
will  put  enmity  between  thee  and  the  woman,  and  be- 
tween thy  seed  and  her  seed,"  &c.     That  great  battle 

'  The  only  objection  to  this  supposition,  every  tiling  else  being  strongly 
in  favour  of  it,  is  that  it  is  not  recorded  in  the  Bible ;  but  neither  is  any 
mode  of  communication  between  God  and  man,  as  prayer  for  example, 
recorded  as  having  been  provided  at  tliis  period :  and  yet  no  one  doubts 
that  Adam  prayed.  And  wc  have  instances,  in  tlic  New  Testiunent 
especially,  of  absence  of  all  mention  of  institutions  no  less  necessary, 
such  as  tlie  first  ordination  of  .the  Chri.stian  presbytcrate,  while  that  of  the 
first  Deacons  h  recorded;  of  Baptisii)  of  infants;  of  eonlirmation,  AH 
things  eonsidcr(;d,  couhl  we  have  exi)eetcd  more  tliari  tliat  sacriliee  sliould 
enicru'c  fn  view  in  tlic  very  first  agi",  and  as  iUv.  first  event  after  the  Kali  ? 
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between  seed  imd  seed,  though  consuininatcd  in 
Clirist's  Victory  on  the  Cross,  was  to  he  delivered 
all  along  the  line  of  the  generations  from  Adam.  And 
what  else  but  sacrifice  was  the  weapon  placed  in 
man's  hand  to  wage  it  withal?  By  what  else  did 
the  first  "  woman's  seed,"  Abel'\  overcome  the  Wicked 
One,  and  his  seed,  but  by  his  faithful  sacrifice  ?  And 
throughout,  "  the  weapons  of  that  warfare  have  been 
not  carnal,"  not  even  mental  merely,  but  "spiritual;" 
it  is  by  the  mysterious  powers  of  sacrifice  that  the 
"  strongholds"  of  the  Devil  have  been  "  pulled  down," 
and  man  has  had  access  to  God. 

And  all  this  would  involve  what  in  subsequent  his- 
tory is  called  a  Covenant ;  a  dispensation,  that  is, 
teaching  certain  mysteries  and  duties,  and  promising 
certain  benefits  to  the  faithful  subjects  of  it.  Nay, 
further;  since  we  know  of  no  age,  from  the  Flood 
downwards,  in  which  the  mind  of  man  was  not  allowed 
to  rest  retrospectively^  on  some  great  precedent  sacri- 
ficial fact  or  set  of  facts,  serving  at  once  to  remind 
God  of  His  promises  (so  it  is  represented)  and  to 
re-assure  man ;  it  becomes  probable  that  the  sacri- 
fices of  the  first  ages  also,  from  Adam  to  Noah,  looked 
back  to  the  one  primeval  sacrifice,  of  wdiich  they  were 
at  once  the  renewal,  and  the  means  of  pleading  it  per- 
petually. And  the  peculiar  commendation  given  to 
Abel's  ofiering  of  a  lamb,  —  the  similar  substitution 

»  See  Gen.  iv.  25. 

'  Thus  from  tlie  Elood  onward,  to  this  hour,  man's  faith  and  God's 
truth  have  rested,  as  regards  the  preseiTation  and  blessing  of  the  world, 
on  the  covenant  made  with  Ts  oah  as  the  fi-uit  of  his  sacrifice ;  from  Abra- 
ham to  j\Ioses,  on  the  accepted  sacrifices  of  the  patriarchs,  culminating 
in  that  of  Isaac  and  his  substitute  lamb ;  from  Moses  until  Christ,  on 
the  Sinaitic  dispensation,  and  through  that,  again,  on  the  Passover  lamb 
and  the  patriarchal  sacrifices  aforesaid ;  from  Christ  until  now,  on  the 
Oiie  perfect  Oblation,  offered  in  time  past,  and  now  pleaded  continually. 
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made  for  Isaac, — the  selection  made  by  God  in  the 
Mosaic  period  of  a  lamb  both  for  the  Passover  and  for 
the  continual  Sacrifice, — and,  finally,  the  aj)plication 
of  that  title  to  Christ,  all  conspire  to  render  it  pro- 
bable that  the  primeval  sacrifice  of  all  was  essentially 
and  chiefly  no  other  than  a  lamb"",  whatever  other 
offerings  might  be  conjoined  wdth  it.  If  this  suppo- 
sition be  admitted,  it  imparts  a  marvellous  uniformity 
and  homogeneousness  to  the  rehgious  faith  of  th>.' 
world  from  first  to  last.  Always  a  covenant, — always 
memorial, — always  a  lamb  slain  long  ago, — always 
ordained  means  of  participation;  surely  w^e  may  say 
that,  to  all  appearance,  the  main  elements  of  Christian 
and  Eucharistic  behef  and  practice  were  familiar  to 
mankind  in  all  ages. 

The  next  glimpse  that  we  obtain  of  sacrifice,  or 
sacrificial  regulations,  is  in  the  command  of  God  to 
ISoah  to  take  the  "  clean  and  unclean  beasts"  hito 
tiie  ark ;  followed,  after  the  Flood,  by  a  sacrifice  of 
"every  clean  beast  and  every  clean  fowV .'"  This 
incident  furnishes  absolute  proof  that  the  distinction 
between  clean  and  unclean  was,  1.  patriarchal,  and  not 
Mosaic,  as  to  date ;  and  2.  was  primarily  and  properly 
a  aacrificial  distinction,  and  not,  as  Maimonides''  and 
other  writers  have  represented  it,  a  merely  dietetic  or 
sanitary  one.     As  animal   life,   taken   by  man,   and 

"  This  also  derives  some  countenance  from  Rev.  iii.  8,  wlierc,  how- 
ever, it  is  certain  from  tlic  Greek,  and  from  conii)aring  xvii.  8,  that  we 
must  not  render  "the  Lamb  slain  from  the  foundation  of  the  world;" 
but,  "  and  all  shall  worship  the  beast,  whose  names  have  not  been  written 
in  the  Book  of  Life  of  the  Lamb  that  was  slain,  even  from  the  begin- 
ning of  the  world." 

"  Gen.  vii.  2,  viii.  20. 

'  More  Ncvochim,  iii.  48.  Sec  Patrick  on  Lev.  xi.  2,  Michaelis  and 
others. 
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dedicated  in  ways  of  God's  a})pointing,  had  an  exclusive 
permission  to  unloose  in  a  measure  the  bonds  of  the 
primeval  curse ;  and  that,  as  it  should  seem,  by  reason 
of  the  blanielessness,  the  freedom  from  proper  moral 
taint,  of  the  lives  and  deaths  of  all  such  creatures  :  so, 
amons  those  creatures,  was  a  selection  made  of  such 
as  are  the  most  innocent  and  meek  in  disposition. 

That  there  is  such  a  higher  and  lower  morality, 
so  to  call  it,  among  animals,  is  undeniable :  and 
the  selection  made  in  Holy  Scripture  of  animals 
sacrificially  efficacious  and  acceptable,  corresponds 
with  sufficient  accuracy  to  the  moral  classification  of 
them.  The  criterion  under  the  Levitical,  and  doubt- 
less under  the  more  ancient  system,  was  "  the  chewing 
of  the  cud  and  parting  of  the  hoof  ^."  Now  the  class 
of  animals  so  distinguished,  the  ruminantia  of  modern 
science,  provided  they  be  not  also  whole-hoofed,  have 
no  upper  incisores'^,  and  so  are  not  carnivorous,  or  only 
accidentally  so.  And  again,  not  having  claws,  as  the 
rapacious  animals,  nor  yet  (like  the  horse,  camel,  and 
other  "  solid-ungulates")  feet  adapted  for  swiftness  or 
defence,  they  are  in  their  nature  milder  than  the  car- 
nivorous and  whole-hoofed  genera  ^.  Thus  constituted, 

y  Lev.  xi. ;  Deut.  xiv.  '  Patrick,  Lev.  xi.  3. 

*  The  ruminantia  form  the  11th  subdivision  of  mammalia  ia  the  sys- 
tem of  Cuvier :  the  bisulca  or  pecora  of  Blumenbach  and  Linne.  The 
solipeda  or  solidungula  are  the  12th  subdivision.  It  is  surely  very  re- 
markable that  the  sacrificial  prohibitions  of  old  time  should  have  been 
based  on  real  physiological  distinctions,  now  elicited  by  modern  science : 
and  it  proves  incontestably  that  those  prohibitions  were  not  merely 
typical  or  instmctive,  but  had  reference  to  certain  effects  which,  in  the 
spiritual  region,  followed  upon  those  physical  characters.  The  solidungula 
are  now  more  commonly  remanded  to  the  subdivision  pactij/dermala: 
yet  they  have  doubtless  a  physiological  character  of  their  own.  Modern 
science,  as  the  handmaid  of  theology,  would  do  well  to  investigate  these 
points  more  closely.  It  is  observable  that  the  ruminantia,  if  not  soHdun- 
gulate,  the  "  clean"  animals  of  Scripture,  are  boru  without  their  wea- 
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they  had  a  threefold  fitness  for  sacrificial  purposes : 
viz.  1.  the  pecuHar  innocence  of  their  lives,  which  im- 
parted to  their  deaths  by  bloodshedding  a  closer  con- 
formity to  the  requirements  laid  down  for  removal  of 
the  ancient  curse :  2.  their  superior  though  not  ex- 
clusive fitness,  in  a  moraP  connection,  for  human  food ; 
it  being  an  admitted  fact  that  certain  kinds  of  flesh 
have  a  direct  effect  on  the  disposition  ;  a  consideration 
of  the  highest  importance  when  we  remember  that  the 
eating  of  the  sacrifices  was  a  religious  and  spiritnally- 
profitable  action,  a  means  of  imparting  to  men  the 
acceptance  vested  in  the  sacrifice,  and  a  form  of  joy- 
ful religious  service":  3.  their  greater  wholesomeness 
physically  considered.  This  last  consideration,  though 
manifestly  a  secondary  and  accidental  one,  has  by 
some  ^  been  elevated  into  the  sole  and  principal  object 
of  the  distinction  between  clean  and  unclean.  Or  at 
best  this  has  been  viewed  as  merely  a  means  of  kecj)- 
ing  the  Jewish  nation  apart  from  others,  not  of  keep- 
ing them  holy  and  fit  for  God's  service.  The  former 
purpose  it  doubtless  answered  likewise,  and  was  de- 
signed to  do  so.  But  its  pre-Mosaic  antiquity  indi- 
cates a  deeper  and  wider  design. — It  need  only  be 

pons  of  defence,  viz.  the  horns,  and  as  sueh  are  peculiarly  harmless  when 
young.  It  has  been  said  that  tlie  hare  is  wrongly  classed  in  Holy  Scrij)- 
ture  among  ruminants,  as  not  having  four  stomachs.  But  the  most, 
recent  inquiries  prove  that  it  is,  nevertheless,  an  occasional  and  pai'tial 
ruminant.     (See  Brewster's  Encycl.,  arts.  Anatomy,  Mazology.) 

''  Very  wisely  says  an  old  Jewish  writer,  "  The  body  being  the  seat  of 
the  soul,  wlicre  it  doth  its  ])usiiiess,  the  Law  removes  from  us  all  tliose 
things  which  may  hinder  tlie  soul  iu  its  operations.  Such  and  such 
meats  are  forbidden  as  breed  ill  blood.  Among  which  if  (here  be  some 
whose  hurtfulness  is  neither  visible  to  us  nor  to  physicians,  do  not 
wonder  at  it ;  for  the  failliful  Physician  who  forbids  them,  is  wiser  than 
any  of  us." 

^  Deut.  xii.  7,  12,  18. 

^  As  Maimoiiidcs,  Michaolis,  and  a  host  of  followers. 


6'2  THE  PRINCIPLES  01'  DIVINE  SERVICE.      [cUAl'.  i. 

added,  that  in  the  Abrahfiniic  "^  and  Mosaic  stage  of 
the  system,  the  saci'ificially  acceptable  animals  were,  as 
far  as  wc  know,  reduced  to  three, — oxen,  sheep,  and 
goats ;  a  restriction  corresponding  probably  to  the 
advanced  decrree  of  Presence  then  vouchsafed,  which 
demanded  the  ])nrcst  and  most  domesticated  even  of 
the  more  harmless  animals.  Meanwhile  the  ancient 
prohibition  against  eating,  even  in  a  common  meal, 
any  other  than  the  "  clean"  sorts,  remained  in  full 
force :  and  even  of  these,  the  blood,  for  religious  and 
sacrificial  reasons  to  be  treated  of  hereafter,  might  not 
be  eaten. — With  regard  to  bii-ds,  no  criterion  was 
given ;  but  it  has  been  justly  observed  that  most  and 
probably  all  of  the  birds  forbidden  ^  by  name  are  carni- 
vorous. By  the  Mosaic  law,  the  only  birds  lit  for  sacri- 
fice were  the  mild  turtle-dove  and  pigeon. — The  case 
of  reptiles  and  of  fish  is  peculiar :  they  were  not 
offered  in  sacrifice,  and  yet  they  are  divided  into 
clean  and  unclean.  Though  none  of  them  were,  there- 
fore, for  reasons  unknown  to  us,  fit  for  sacrifice,  doubt- 
less certain  of  them,  exactly  as  in  the  other  orders  of 
creatures,  and  for  the  like  reasons,  were  in  their  nature 
more  harmful  and  religiously  defiling  to  man  than 
others.  And  we  observe  that,  among  fish,  those 
which,  as  being  without  scales  or  fins,  were  a/cin  to 
the  specially-accursed  serpent  ^,  are  forbidden  :  while 
amongst  rei)tiles,  those  only  which  were  furthest  re- 
moved, by  physical  formation  ^  from  the  serpent  class, 
were  allowed  to  be  eaten. 

*  Gen.  XV.  9. 

'  Lev.  xi.  13 — 19.  It  is  in  some  cases  uncertain  now  what  bird 
is  meant.     See  Pictorial  Bible,  in  loc. 

8  This  afTinity  was  remarked  of  old :  see  above,  p.  21,  note  z. 

^  Viz.  the  locust,  Lev.  xi.  21,  22,  where  four  kinds  of  locust  (not 
beetle,  as  in  A.  T.)  seem  to  be  enumerated,  (Kitto,  in  loc.)    The  unequal 
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It  is  not  to  be  doubted  that  in  the  animals  thus 
pronounced  "clean"  there  was  real  capacity,  as  com- 
pared with  the  others,  for  receiving  sanctification 
themselves  through  impartation  of  God's  holiness,  and 
for  becoming  a  medium  of  it  to  man.  Their  closer 
affinity  in  point  of  disposition  to  moral  goodness  and 
holiness  as  seen  in  man',  marked  them  out  as  fit  be- 
yond others  for  this  purpose.  Nor — so  inscrutable 
a  mystery  to  us  is  all  animal  life — can  we  possibly 
pronounce,  from  any  knowledge  we  possess,  against 
the  probability  of  such  an  economy  ;  while  the  certain 
fact  of  our  own  consecration  at  the  present  hour 
through  the  yet  lower  organisms  of  fruits  of  the 
earth  affords  a  strong  a  fortiori  presumption  in  fa- 
vour of  it. 

The  "unclean"  creatures,  on  the  other  hand,  were 
no  doubt,  while  the  economy  lasted,  really  unfit  in 
themselves  for  being  either  the  seat  or  the  medium  of 
such  Divine  effluences :  and  to  partake  of  them  was 
to  contract  a  real  unfitness^  for  drawinor  near  to  the 
Divine  Presence. 

legs  of  tills  tribe,  enabling  them  to  leap  into  the  air,  are  spoken  of  as 
placing  them,  no  doubt  truly,  in  a  diirerent  physiological  category  from  all 
such  as  creep  on  the  belly  as  the  serpent,  go  on  all  fours  as  the  lizard, 
or  on  any  number  of  even  legs  (Heb.  mull i pi  1/  feet)  as  many  others,  (vcr. 
42).  The  remarkable  prohibition  against  offering  honey  in  sacrifice  is 
doubtless  to  be  referred  to  its  being  the  production  of  an  "unclean" 
insect.  "  Ye  shall  burn  no  leaven  nor  any  honey  in  any  offering  to  the 
Lord,"  (Lev.  ii.  11).  It  was  not  onli/  because  it  was  a  favourite  and 
natural  offering  in  Gentile  sacrifices. 

'  Conip.  Ikugstcnbcrg  ou  the  old  sacrifices,  (Clark,  18G0) :  "If  in 
them  man  offers  himself,  then  must  he,  to  use  Dc  Maistrc's  expres- 
sion, clioose  the  most  human  offerings;  tliose  which  arc  most  nearly 
councetcd  with  men ;  and  of  these,  again,  the  most  meek,  innocent, 
pure  and  valuable." 

'■  It  may  seem,  at  first  sight,  as  if  our  Lord's  words  in  St.  Matt.  xv. 
11,  St.  Mark  vii.  18,  forbade  us  to  suppose  that  real  "  defilement"  was 
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The  foiiiidatioii  of  these  distinctions, — of  this  vary- 
ing ca|)acity  for  sanctification  and  acceptableness, — 
would  seem  to  lie  deep  in  that  curse,  to  vv'hich  the 
nniuial  creation  was,  in  various  degrees,  subjected  at 
the  Fall.  The  serpent  was  then  declared  cursed 
**  ahove  all  cattle  and  beasts."  There  were,  therefore, 
degrees  in  that  curse,  though  it  was  shared  by  all : 
and  the  varying  degrees  of  moral  goodness  which  we 
trace  in  them,  may  well  be  due  to  the  lines  of  that 
curse  having  been  impressed  in  varying  measure  and 
depth  upon  their  nature.  In  full  accordance  with 
this,  we  observe  that  God  Himself,  in  setting  forth 
the  table  of  prohibited  creatures,  applies  far  stronger 
terms  of  detestation  as  the  creatures  approach  nearer 
to  the  supremely-accursed  serpent.  To  eat  of  unclean 
animals  is  spoken  of  as  involvhig  uncleanness  ;  but  to 
eat  of  certain  kinds  of  fish,  or  of  flying  or  of  creeping 
creatures,  specially  of  whatsoever  *'  goeth  upon  the 
belly,"  is  declared  to  be  ''  an  abomination."  And 
the  language  used  in  closing  the  table  of  prohibitions 
(Lev.  xi.)  is  so  solemn  and  awful,  as  to  convince  us  that 
a  profound  religious  mystery,  of  the  utmost  concern- 
ment at  that  time  to  man's  spiritual  condition,  was  in- 
volved in  these  distinctions.     "  Ye  shall   not   make 

contracted  by  partaking  of  any  kind  of  food.  But  though,  no  doubt, 
He  glanced  at  the  Mosaic  rules  for  puiiiication,  and  at  exaggerated 
notions  of  theii-  importance,  the  occasion  of  His  words  was  not  breach  of 
a  Mosaic  rule,  but  only  of  a  tradition  of  the  elders,  and  they  may  have 
no  reference  to  the  distinction  of  meats,  but  only  to  bodily  filth.  Or  at 
the  utmost  they  may  well  be  understood  in  the  same  way  as  "  mercy,  and 
not  sacrifice."  These  things  could  not  "  defile  the  man,"  that  is  the 
entire  man,  iu  his  highest  aspect,  his  fitness  for  heaven,  though  they 
might  have  needed  to  be  abstained  from  hitherto.  St.  Paul's  words, 
Horn.  xiv.  14,  are  subsequent  to  the  cleansiug  of  all  things  by  Clurist : 
"  I  know  and  am  persuaded,  in  the  Lord  Jems,  that  notliiug  is  unclean 
in  itself:"  a  reference  probably  to  h.  1.,  and  to  St. Peter's  vision. 
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yourselves  abominable'  with  any  creeping  thing,  neither 
shall  ye  make  yourselves  unclean  by  them,  that  ye 
should  be  defiled  thereby ;  for  I  am  the  Lord  your 
God  :  ye  shall  therefore  sanctify  yourselves,  and  ye 
shall  be  holy ;  for  I  am  Holy''  In  a  perfectly  parallel 
manner,  a  certain  product  or  phase,  though  a  single 
one  only,  of  the  vegetable  world,  viz.  leaven,  as  involv- 
ing corruption,  was  forbidden  in  the  most  solemn 
language  to  be  presented  to  God  in  sacrifice,  or  eaten 
as  sacrificial  food  ^ ;  exactly  as  salt,  the  antidote  to 
corruption,  was  to  be  offered.  It  conveyed  real  un- 
holiness. 

By  the  Incarnation "  and  Passion  of  Christ,  that 
casting  out  of  the  lower  creation  from  the  Presence 
of  God,  which  dated  from  the  Fall,  was  brought  to  an 
end  :  so  that  henceforth  no  defilement  or  unfitness  for 
God's  worship  resided  therein,  nor  was  contracted  by 
partaking  of  those  creatures.  To  this  extent  the  curse 
was  removed,  though  "the  expectation  of  the  crea- 
ture" still  "  waits  for  the  manifestation  ot  the  sons  of 


'  Tlie  Hebrew  noun  {xheketn)  is  used  of  physical  filth,  (Nahum  iii,  G, 
"I  will  cast  filtli  u])on  thec"j ;  then  of  idols,  (1  Kings  ii.  5,)  as  being  iu 
God's  sight  what  such  fiUh  is  in  man's.  The  verb  signilies  to  loathe  sucii 
filth,  (Deut.  vii.  20,)  "Thou  shalt  utterly  detest  it  as  tilth." 

""  Exod.  xxxiv.  25  ;  Lev.  ii.  11 ;  Ainos  iv.  5.  In  Lev.  vii.  13,  indeed, 
leavened  bread  is  admitted  as  an  accompaniment  to  the  peace-offering. 
Lyra  tliinks  this  cannot  be  meant,  but  only  an  additional  gift  to  the  jmest 
of  a  kind  of  bread  not  admissible  on  the  altar.  But  the  words  arc,  "  Bc- 
aidcs  the  unleavened  cakes  he  shall  ojfcr  for  his  offering  leavened  bread, 
witii  (or  for)  the  sacrifice  of  thanksgiving."  And  thus  doubtless  iiidi- 
caied  the  sanctificaticm  of  leavened  tlirough  the  medium  of  the  un- 
leavened, which  certainly  could  not  have  been  oifercd  alone.  It  will  l)e 
Hnen  hereafter  that  the  materials  for  the  Eucharist  were  probably  sup- 
|tlied  by  tlie  provision  thus  made  of  leavened  bread,  as  an  accompaniment 
to  Jewish  peace-offerings. 

"  Bishop  Andrewes,  sjirakiiig  of  the  Incarnation,  says,  "  All  the  green 
tilings  of  the  earth  were  the  lietler  for  it." 
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God"  and  for  some  portion  in  it".  This  was  first 
aniioiniced  l)y  the  roncHii^  of  the  veil  of  tlic  Tenqjle 
at  the  moment  of  Christ's  Death  :  signifying  that  all 
men,  and  all  creatures,  who  "  sometime  were  far  off", 
were  now  brought  nigh  by  the  Blood  of  Christ,"  and 
by  the  removal  of  their  curse  and  unfitness,  not  only 
to  the  i\losaic,  but  to  the  heavenly  Presence  of  God  ". 
JUit  the  same  truth  was  yet  more  distinctly  conveyed 
in  St.  Peter's  vision  "^ :  "  All  manner  of  four-footed 
beasts  of  the  earth,  and  wild  beasts,  and  creeping 
things,  and  fowls  of  the  air"  were  there  exhibited  as 
having  been,  in  a  deeply  mysterious  manner,  admitted 
into  some  degree  of  heavenly  presence.  For  ''from 
heaven"  are  they  "let  down,"  and  thither  "received 
up  again."  By  this  was  declared,  as  "the  Voice" 
itself  testified,  the  re-sanctification  of  those  creatures, 
to  eat  of  which,  a  few  only  excepted,  had  un'il  now 
rendered  man  unholy,  i.e.  unfit  for  ritual  service  and 
acceptance  with  God.  And  this  great  fact  carried  in 
it  the  admissibility  of  the  Gentiles, — exactly  as  they 
were,  and  without  any  outward  purification,  or  absti- 
nence from  particular  meats, — not  merely  into  the 
Mosaic  degree  of  access  to  God,  but  into  that  far 
loftier  one  which  Christ  came  to  lay  open.  And 
thus,  by  the  removal  of  this  "curse,"  that  became 
possible,  which  was  beforehand  all  but  inconceivable, 

°  On  this  deeply  mysterious  subject  see  the  profound  and  touching 
discourses  of  Dean  Ellicott,  on  "  Tlie  Destiny  of  the  Creature,"  1858. 
Also  Wilhams  on  Genesis,  pp.  3S6 — 398. 

p  The  lofty  height  of  re-sauctification  to  which  the  lower  creation  was 
restored  and  raised  by  the  Passion  and  Resurrection  of  Christ,  would 
seem  to  be  indicated  by  His  having  partaken,  in  the  wondrous  period 
of  His  transition  towards  His  glory -throne,  of  ordinary  food :  and  espe- 
cially of  those  very  creatui-es  which,  from  theii-  having  fallen  more  deeply 
under  the  ancient  cuise,  had  never  been  permitted  to  be  brought  near  to 
God  in  sacrifice ;  viz.  "  fish,  and  the  honeycomb,"  St.  Luke  xxiv.  42. 

'  Acts  X.  12. 
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and  which  accordingly  ever  filled  St.  Paul  with  such 
adoring  wonder;  viz.  "  that  the  Gentiles,"  remaining 
Gentiles  still,  "should  be  fellow-heirs,  and  of  the 
same  Body." 

That  this,  and  no  mere  typical  teaching,  was  involved 
in  St,  Peter's  vision ; — and  that  the  question  of  Gen- 
tile admission  hinged  on  a  fact  then  made  known,  the 
abolition  of  the  distinction  of  meats ; — is  plain  from 
hence,  that  at  the  Council,  in  giving  his  opinion  as  to 
that  question'',  he  falls  back  solely  on  that  vision  as 
the  ground  of  it :  deckring  that  God,  by  giving  them 
the  Holy  Ghost,  had  manifestly  testified  to  the  suffi- 
ciency of  Christ's  redeeming  and  cleansing  work, 
joined  to  faith  in  Ilim, — without  circumcision,  bodily 
purification,  or  abstinence  from  meats, — in  order ^  to 
such  reception  of  God's  Presence,  and  of  salvation. 
This  fact,  he  irresistibly  argued,  was  a  proof  that  the 
old  defilement  and  disqualification  was  no  longer  con- 
tracted by  Gentile  ways  of  living  in  the  matter  of 
food :  as  indeed  his  vision  had  previously  signified  to 
him,  by  declaring  that  "  what  God  had  cleansed  was 
no  longer  to  be  called  common,"  or  defiling.  And 
this  seems  to  account  for  the  apparent  vacillation  of 
St.  Paul,  and  indeed  of  the  whole  body  of  Jewish  con- 
verts at  Jerusalem*,  as  to  the  observance  of  the  Law. 
Its  purifications  and  abstinences  were  no  longer  nevvs- 

'  Acts  XV.  0 — 11. 

•  "  God,"  he  contends,  "■svliicli  knowcth  the  liearts,"  as  to  man's  fit- 
ness for  His  Presence  and  (lift,  "testified  to  their  fitness,  giving  them 
the  Holy  Ghost  just  as  He  had  to  iis,  and  put  no  difference  between  us 
and  them,  pnrifi/uif/  tlieir  liearls  by  faith."  And  again,  vcr.  11 :  "It  is  l)y 
the  grace  of  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ,"  not  tlirough  any  help  of  tlie  Mosaic 
purifications,  "  that  even  we  Jews  look  to  be  saved,  just  as  they  do."  Cf. 
Gal.  ii.  15  :  "Even  we  who  are  Jews,  not  Gentile  aliens,  rest  solely  for 
our  justification  on  Christ,  not  on  our  Mosaic  position  or  observances." 

•  Acts  xxi.  20,  21. 

r2 
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sari/  for  those  who  had  embraced  the  faith  of  Christ. 
lor  such  they  were  superHuous,  their  right  of  access 
to  a  higher  Presciice  ineliidiiig  access  to  the  lower: 
so  that  circumcision  or  uncircumcision  was  nothing, 
liut  they  might  blamelessly  conform  ex  ahimdanii, 
and  as  a  token  of  nationality,  to  Mosaic  rules,  pro- 
vided they  did  not  conceive  of  them  as  having  any- 
thins:  to  do  with  salvation ". 

The  sacrifice  offered  by  Noah  is  further  remarkable 
{ox  the  first  mention  (1)  of  an  altar;  (2)  of  burnt- 
offering  iplali)  by  name;  (3)  of  a  SAveet  savour  ac- 
companying it,  and  indicating  probably  (as  will  be 
seen  hereafter)  the  presence,  (4)  of  wine,  and  (5)  of 
incense ;  and  (G)  of  the  number  seven  in  connection 
■with  sacrifice :  all  which,  therefore,  would  belong  to 
the  antediluvian  sacrificial  system.  This  is  also  the 
first  recorded  instance  of  a  covenanted  blessing,  granted 
in  connection  with  sacrifice.  We  have  already  seen 
reason  for  believing  that  such  a  covenant  was  vouch- 
safed from  the  first,,  and  was  the  basis  of  subsequent 
sacrificial  action  and  pleading,  including  that  of  Noah 
himself.  And  now,  this  purely  voluntary  act  of  his, 
his  singular  piety,  and  the  unstinted''  abundance  of 

"  See  Acts  xvi.  3,  xxi.  20 — 27;  Rom.  iii.  30;  1  Cor.  vii.  19,  comparing 
Gal.  V.  2 — 6.  It  would  seem  that  for  adherents  to  the  Law,  who  had 
not  yet  embraced  the  Gospel,  Mosaic  rites  still  retained  theii-  proper 
force  as  the  mode  of  admission  to  the  Temple  Presence.  The  old  reli- 
gion and  system  was  not  destroyed  as  yet ;  it  was  only  "  waxing  old  and 
ready  to  vanish  away."  See  Rom.  ii.  25  :  "  Circumcision  verily  profit- 
eth,  if  thou  keep  the  Law."  Heb.  viii.  4 :  "  There  are  priests  that  offer 
according  to  the  Law." 

*  Gen.  viii.  2 :  "  Noah  took  of  etery  clean  beast,  and  of  every  clean 
fowl."  Now  in  Deut.  xiv.  4,  5,  ten  clean  animals  are  mentioned  by 
name,  and  there  must  have  been  many  more  coming  within  the  criterion. 
All  non-rapacious  birds  were  probably  clean. 
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his  ofFeiiiigs,  draw  forth  from  God  an  altogether  new 
and  additional  assurance  of  mercies  extending  to  all 
mankind  and  to  all  living  creatures".  So  that  the 
blood  of  Noah's  sacrifice  proved  to  be  "  the  blood  of 
a  new  Covenant  shed  for  many,"  as  well  as  for  those 
present,  removing  a  curse,  and  including  within  its  pro- 
pitiatory effects  all  generations,  and  all  terrestrial  being. 
Here  then  the  features  of  Christ's  Eucharistic  Of- 
fering of  Himself  were  imaged  with  marvellous  dis- 
tinctness, and  on  a  scale  of  great  magnitude.  Upon 
His  accomplishing  that  great  Deed  of  purely  volun- 
tary Offering, — an  Offering  perfect  in  its  piety,  and 
priceless  in  its  value,  and  involving  the  shedding  of 
His  Blood, — there  arose  forthwith  so  "  sweet  a  savour" 
to  His  Father,  that  He  was  empowered,  by  His  Divine 
Intuition  and  Knowledge  of  the  Father's  Will,  to  an- 
nounce to  the  disciples  a  New  Covenant  of  mercy 
granted  to  Him  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole  world. 
Having,  by  His  "giving  of  thanks,"  yielded  Himself 
"an  Offering  and  a  Sacrifice  to  God,"  He  said,  "This 
Cup  is  the  New  Covenant  in  My  Blood  .  .  .  shed  for 
you  and  for  many,  for  the  remission  of  sins,"  and  so 
for  the  entire  removal  of  the  "  curse,"  and  for  a  bless- 
ing for  perpetual  generations.  And  as  God's  blessing 
was  primarily  to  Noah  and  sons,  and  through  them  to 
their  seed  after  them^',  so  did  Christ  pray  first  for  the 
Apostles  and  then  "  for  all  them  that  should  believe 
through  their  word." 

SECTION  IV. 

The  sacrificial  system  which  we  have  now  traced 
down  to  the  time  of  Noah,  and  which  received  so 
signal  a  ratificatitMi  innnediately  after  the  Flood,  would 

'  Gen.  viii.  21,  22,  i\.  0,  12.  '  (ion.  viii.  'J. 
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be  likely  to  be  mnintained,  thougli  it  might  be  with 
some  corruption,  until  the  epoch  of  the  Dispersion,  in 
the  fourth  or  liftii  generation  after;  and  would  by 
that  event  be  carried  into  all  countries.  Accordingly, 
it  is  impossible  not  to  be  struck  with  the  perfect  co- 
incidence'' of  the  main  outlines,  as  well  as  of  many  of 
the  details,  of  sacrificial  worship,  whether  offered  to 
the  True  God  or  to  false  gods,  in  all  ages  and  lands ; 
whether  as  disclosed  to  us  by  the  Biblical  records,  or 
bv  the  ancient  classical  writers.  Confiuinfjr  our  atten- 
tion,  in  the  first  instance,  to  the  Biblical  records,  and 
reserving  for  the  present  the  consideration  of  the  more 
developed  sacrificial  economy  peculiar  to  Abraham  and 
his  seed,  we  observe  that  the  histories  of  Melchisedek, 
of  Job,  of  Laban,  of^Jethro,  of  Balaam,  of  Naaman, 
and  of  Jonah  and  his  companions,  furnish  instances  of 
sacrificial  worship  rendered  to  the  true  God  at  the 
hands  of  others  than  the  chosen  people.  But  the 
Scriptures  also  make  known  to  us,  incidentally,  the 
manner  of  sacrificing  to  false  gods  among  many  na- 
tions, as  the  Egyptians  %  Canaanites'',  Moabites*^  and 
Anniionites,  Philistines'^,  Syrians^  Babylonians'^,  Ty- 
rians^,  Greeks^  Lycaonians',  and  others.  And  on  a 
review  of  these  instances  of  scripturally  recorded  Gen- 
tile sacrifices,  idolatrous  or  otherwise,  we  find,  as  a 
general  rule,  a  close  accordance  with  the  primeval  laws 

*  Gueranger  (Instit.  Litm-g.,  p.  22)  speaks  of  "  la  ressemblance  frap- 
pante  des  fonnes  religieuses  employees  par  la  plupart"  des  peuples  Gen- 
tils,  avec  les  rites  liturgiques  du  peuple  Israelite ;"  and  rightly  inclines 
to  view  it  as  "  un  debris  des  traditions  patriarchales." 

»  Ex.od.  xxxii.  6 ;  1  Kings  xii.  32,  comparing  xi.  40. 

•'  Exod.  xxxiv.  13. 

•=  Numb.  XXV.  2  ;  1  Kings  xi.  7 ;  2  Kings  iii.  27. 

^  Judg.  xvi.  23.  «  2  Kings  v.  17,  xvi.  10. 

f  2  Kings  xvii.  30,  35.  ?  1  Kiugs  xvi.  31,  32. 

''  Acts  xvii.  23. .  '  Acts  xiv.  13. 
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of  sacrifice  as  already  adduced,  and  with  what  we 
afterwards  meet  with  in  the  jMosaic  system.  Thus 
the  animals  offered,  sheep  and  oxen^;  the  manner  of 
offering^  by  slaying  and  burning  with  fire  on  an  altar; 
the  accompaniments  of  fruits  of  the  earth  (meat  and 
drink  offerings™),  and  of  incense'';  the  feasting";  the  , 
three P  classes  of  offerings ;  the  object  of  the  entire 
action,  permission  to  draw  nigh  to  God's  Presence 
with  pardon  and  acceptance'^;  the  power  of  offering 
acceptably,  vested  in  particular  persons'" ;  the  regard 
paid  to  the  number  seven*;  are  the  same  in  both  cases. 
In  the  sacrifices  to  false  gods,  indeed,  there  are  no- 
table departures  from  the  Divine  sacrificial  rules ; 
such  as  the  offering  of  unclean^  animals,  of  leaven  and 
of  human  victims",  and  the  eating  of  things  strangled, 
and  the  drinking  of  blood"".  But  the  correspondence 
in  all  main  points,  and  not  the  occasional  diversity,  is 
still  the  noticeable  circumstance. 

So,  again,  when  we  turn  to  the  pages  of  classical 
antiquity   we  find    there  a  full    confirmation  of  the 

■'  Job  xlii.  8 ;  Numb.  xxii.  40 ;  1  Kings  xviii.  23. 

'  See  especially  1  Kings,  ibid.,  and  xii.  32,  33. 

"'  Gen.  xiv.  18;  Deut.  xxxii.  38;  Isa.  Ivii.  0,  Ixv.  11;  Jcr.  vii.  18, 
xix.  13. 

"  2  C'lirou.  xxxiv.  25;  1  Kings  xiii.  1;  Jcr.  vii.  9,  xliv.  17,  xlviii. 
35. 

"  Gen.  xxxi.  54;  Exod.  xviii.  12  and  xxxii.  G,  xxxiv.  15;  Kumb. 
XXV.  2  ;  Deut.  xxxii.  38. 

"  Viz.  1.  Burnt -offering  (ola/i),  Job  i.  5,  xlii.  8 ;  Exod.  xviii.  12, 
xxxii.  0;  Numb,  xxiii.  3;  2  Kings  v.  17;  aud  see  Jonah  i.  16.  2.  Peace 
or  feast-offering  (shelamim,  zehach),  Exod.  ibid,  and  xxxii.  6;  L)cut. 
xxxii.  38;  2  Kings  v.  17;  1  Cor.  x.  20,  21.  3.  Sin-offering  (though 
not  so  called),  Job  xlii.  8. 

*•  Numb,  xxiii.  3;  Job,  ib. ;  2  Kings  v.  17,  18. 

'  Gen.  xiv.  18;  Joi),  il). ;  Exod.  iii.  1. 

•  Numb,  xxiii.  1 ;  Jol),  ib.,  with  Numl).  xxviii.  27,  xxix.  32. 

*  Isa.  Ixvi.  3,  17.  "  Isa.,  ib. ;  2  Kings  iii.  27. 
'  r.s.  xvi.  4;  Arts  xv.  20. 
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ncc'ount  thus  i-ciuIlmtcI  in  the  Bible  of  Gentile  sacri- 
licc^.  Wc  trace  too  the  same  departures  as  have 
hccn  just  noticed,  from  the  Divine  ordinances  in  the 
matter.  This  was  a  natural  consequence  of  the  sa- 
crillces  having  been  perverted  as  to  their  object,  by 
being  offered  to  false  gods.  In  seeking  to  propitiate, 
not  beneficent  powers,  but  powers  of  evil,  they  would 
be  not  unlikely  to  offer  the  very  'animals,  and  employ 
the  very  rites,  which  God  had  forbidden  to  be  used 
in  sacrificing  to  llini.  Accordingly  we  find  swine 
ofiered  to  Ceres,  horses  to  the  Sun,  dogs  to  Hecate, 
tish,  especially  eels,  to  marine  gods.  So  again,  we 
read,  exactly  as  in  the  Psalms,  of  the  drinking  of 
blood  (so  strictly  forbidden  in  the  Mosaic  and  doubt- 
less also  in  the  earlier  systems)  having  been,  though 
but  occasionally,  practised.  But  all  this  was  plainly 
exceptional.  The  more  ordinary  usages  of  heathen 
sacrifice,  as  recorded  by  the  classic  writers,  are  exactly 
those  which  w'e  have  just  gathered  from  the  Bible,  and 
the  accordance  of  which  with  primeval  and  Mosaic 
sacrificial  institutions  is  so  striking :  while  such  ad- 
ditional particulars  as  they  make  known  to  us  are 
no  less  accordant  with  those  institutions.  Every  clas- 
sical reader  will  recal  the  twofold  materials  for  sacri- 
fice,— animals  or  birds,  and  the  fruits  of  the  earth ; 
the  mode  of  offering  them  by  slaying  and  burning; 
the   decided   preference  for   oxen,   sheep,  and  goats 

y  "In  one  particular,"  says  an  eminent  authority,  "the  Greek  mytlio- 
logical  system  stood  indebted  at  least  to  a  primitive  tradition,  if  not 
to  a  divine  command :  I  mean  the  institution,  of  sacrifice.  This  can 
hardly  be  supposed  to  have  been  an  original  conception,  in  any  country ; 
and  it  distinctly  points  us  to  a  common  origin.  Sacrifice  was,  accord- 
ing to  Dr.  D5lliuger,  an  inheritance  whicli  descended  to  tlie  Greeks 
from  the  pristine  times  before  tlie  division  of  the  nations."  Studies 
on  Ilomcr,  by  the  Kiglit  lion.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  vol.  ii.  p.  15. 
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among  animals,  and  for  flour  and  wine''  among  fruits 
of  the  earth ;  the  extraordinary  efficacy  "^  attached  to 
the  taking  of  the  life,  and  to  the  blood ;  the  pour- 
ing out  of  the  blood,  received  into  cups^,  upon  the 
altar ;  the  purification  of  places  of  assembly  by  sprin- 
kling °  of  blood ;  the  outward  purity  required  in  wor- 
shippers, by  the  washing  of  hands,  feet,  and  gar- 
ments ;  the  different  treatment  of  the  slain  victims, 
some  being  entirely'^  burnt,  others  only  in  part,  the 
rest  being  eaten  by  priest  and  people'';  while  a  third 
sort  were  called  piacular ;  the  never-failing  accom- 
paniments of  salt  ^,  and  frankincense,  and  the  accept- 
ance ascribed  to  the  sw^eet  smell  ^ :  and  many  other 
points  of  close  resemblance  with  the  Mosaic  and 
Scriptural  law^s  of  sacrifice. 

This  correspondence,  of  which  some  further  in- 
stances will  be  given  presently,  is  abundantly  suf- 
ficient to  establish  the  oneness,  as  to  derivation,  of 
all  sacrifice  throughout  the  world.  And  there  is  one 
circumstance  which  strongly  confirms  this  traditional 
and  divine  descent;  viz.  the  strangeness  and  inade- 
quacy, to  human   view,  of  the  provision  thus  made 


'  Ovid,  ^let.  viii.  274 :  "Priniitias,  frugcm  Ccrcri,  sua  viiia  Ljaco." 

•  ^neid.  ii.  IIS:  "Sanguine  qusereudi  reditus,  animdqm  lilaudum." 
Of.  Lev.  xvii.  11:  "For  the  life  is  in  the  blood,  and  I  liuvc  given  it 
to  you  upon  the  altar,  to  make  an  atonement  for  your  souls." 

''  Of.  Exod.  xxiv.  G.  "  Aristoph.  Ecclcsiaz. 

''  Virg.  Ma.,  vi.  253 :  "  Et  solida  iniponit  taurorum  viscera  flanunis," 
i.e.  ilic  entire  carcases.     Scrvius,  in  loc. 

'  Ovid,  Met.  xii.  154:  "Sacra  tulerc  suam,  pars  est  data  ca;tcra 
nicnsis."  And  in  the  curious  oracle  of  Apollo,  preserved  by  I'orpiiyry, 
(Euseb.  Pnep.  Evang.  iv.  9,)  &Kpa  fj-iv  'H(pa'L(TTii>  lut^ivai,  to.  St  Auitto 
wd(Tan0at  is  llic  instruction  given. 

'  vEn.  ii.  1:j;{  :  "  Enigessalsaj ;"  also  called  "  mica  salis,"  (Ov.)  "  inoia 
Balsa." 

f  Ov.  Met.  xii.  \7)-]  :  "Et  Dis  accept  us  pem-travit  ad  a'llicra  uidor." 
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for  npi)ronclnng  the  Ucity  witli  acceptance.  The  an- 
cients had  a  strong  sense  of  this  themselves.  The 
scofls  of  the  satirist  ^\  and  the  reasonings  of  the  philo- 
sopher, were  with  much  force  directed  against  the  sys- 
tem :  yet  it  still  maintained  its  ground.  In  vain  it  was 
urged  that  the  slaying  of  animals,  and  burning  of  them 
on  an  altar,  could  not  be  acceptable  to  the  Divine 
Nature  :  that  duty  and  holiness  were  the  o?2/^'  sacrifice 
required.  Chiefly  from  respect  to  the  traditions  of 
their  fathers,  though  also,  doubtless,  from  finding  in 
the  sacrifices  an  answer  to  instinctive  cravings  after 
some  atonement,  men  still  cherished  this  way  of  re- 
ligious service.  Nor,  I  venture  to  conceive,  should 
we  err  in  attributinc:  to  the  heathen  sacrifices,  offered 
as  they  often  were  with  pure  intent,  and  in  simple 
obedience  to  a  genuine  though  novv'-  dimmed  and 
perverted  revelation,  a  certain  acceptableness  with 
Ilim,  Whom  by  this  means,  though  blindly,  they 
"  felt  after  \" 

''  Persius,  ii.  30  : — 

"  Qua,  tu  mercede  Deorum 
Emeris  auriculas  ?  pulmone,  et  lactibus  unctis  ?" 

'  See  this  whole  idea  most  elaborately  worked  out  by  Porphyry,  as 
presei-ved  by  Eusebius,  Prsep.  Evangel,  iv.  7—15.  He  insists  with  much 
eloquence  and  beauty  on  the  purity  of  the  Divine  Nature,  Its  abhorrence 
of  death,  blood,  and  slaughter:  and  hence  concludes  that  no  sacrifice 
sliould  be  offered  to  the  Supreme  Deity,  but  only  to  the  lower  gods. 
It  is  needless  to  say  that  in  the  system  which  has  been  above  traced 
out  the  paradox  finds  its  solution.  The  Divine  abhorrence  of  death, 
considered  as  the  result  of  sin,  was  the  very  cause  of  the  merciful 
appointment  of  purer  forms  of  death,  duly  invested  by  the  Divine  ordi- 
nance with  a  remedial  power,  to  the  function  of  admitting  man  to  ac- 
ceptable worship. 

''  Acts  xvii.  27.  From  this  point  of  view,  nothing  can  be  more 
beautiful  or  devout  than  the  last  words  of  Socrates,  which  have  been 
condemned  (as  e.g.  by  Origen  c.  Cels.  6)  as  a  relic  of  mere  heathen 
bhndness,— "We  owe  a  cock  to  Esculapius,"  (Phtedo,  c.  155) ;— a 
sacrifice  of  thanksgivmg,  that  is,  to  the  great  Physician,  wlio  lias 
made  death  itself  to  be  tlie  true  restorative  to  life.    See  Fisch.,  in  loo. 


SECT,  IV.]       THEORY  OF  EUCHARISTIC  WORSHIP.  75 

It  is  of  the  utmost  importance  to  our  present  sub- 
ject thus  to  hfive  proved  the  existence  throughout 
the  world  of  an  uniform  sacrificial  system,  undoubt- 
edly of  Divine  origin  as  to  its  forms,  though  in  later 
ages  entirely  perverted  as  to  its  object,  and  in  some 
degree  corrupted  as  to  the  forms  themselves.  For 
there  is  every  reason  for  saying,  that  the  great  Eucha- 
ristic  Institution  assumed  as  its  basis,  and  as  the 
security  both  for  its  intelligibility,  and  for  its  accept- 
ance throughout  the  Gentile  world,  the  existence  of 
such  a  universally  diffused  sacrificial  system.  To  that 
imiversal  system,  and  not  merely,  though  specially, 
to  the  Mosaic  development  of  it,  was  our  Lord's 
Eucharistic  Action  and  Language  adapted.  Out  of 
the  Mosaic  system  indeed,  and  from  that  alone,  as 
we  shall  see  hereafter,  could  some  particulars  be 
fully  ap})rehended.  But  for  the  comprehension  of 
its  general  tenor,  a  basis  had  been 'widely  and  sub- 
stantially laid  in  the  Gentile  mind  also.  \\\  order 
to  appreciate  the  extent  to  which  this  was  done,  it 
will  be  necessary  to  dwell  on  one  or  two  further 
points  in  the  Gentile  system ;  features  whose  signifi- 
cance, though  utterly  beyond  the  reach  of  the  Gentile 
mind  at  the  time,  may  now,  by  the  light  of  Mosaic 
and  Christian  revelation,  be  distinctly  seen. 

It  is,  then,  much  to  be  observed,  as  an  unfailing 
feature  of  Gentile  sacrifice,  when  properly  performed, 
tliat  animals  were  never  offered  alone,  but  always  with 
an  accompaniment  of  flour  and  \\  ine.     Nor  only  so. 


May  we  not  with  reverence  conceive  that  ITc  wlio  preached  unio  tlin 
"spirits  of  just  men  in  prison,"  (above,  p.  1  !■,  note  m),  broucjht  to 
the  pure-minded  heatlicn  pliilosophcr  some  such  message  as  this, — 
"  Whom,  not  knowing  Him,  thou  didst  worship,  Ilim  declare  1  unto 
thee  ?" 
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The  viclim,  though  itself  the  cflicacious  element  of 
the  sacritice,  was  ollercd  hij  means  of  the  bread  and  the 
wine.  The  bread  was  broken  and  sprhikled  on  the 
head  of  the  animal  while  alive ;  and  again  wine,  with 
fiankinccnsc,  was  poured  between  its  horns.  This 
done,  the  sacritice  was  conceived  to  have  been  duly 
offered,  so  far  as  concerned  the  (^ift  and  dedication  of 
it  on  man's  part,  and  the  acceptance  of  it  by  the 
Deity.  This  is  proved  by  the  fact  that  immolare, 
to  sprinkle  with  the  broken  mola,  or  cake,  was 
used,  as  is  well  known,  to  express  the  eiitire  action  of 
sacrifice,  the  slaying  and  hurning  included.  So,  again, 
macfare,  '  to  enrich  or  crown  with  the  addition  of 
wine,'  {inauctus^magis  aucius^,)  was  likewise  used 
for  the  whole  action.  This  is  an  absolute  proof  of 
the  immense  virtue  and  implicit  power  attributed  to 
the  bread  and  wine  in  these  sacrifices.  They  were 
held  to  carry  within  them,  in  a  manner,  the  whole 
action.  The  presenting  of  them  was  the  present- 
ing of  the  slain  sacrifice,  the  acceptance  of  them 
was  its  acceptance.  And  that,  moreover,  they  were 
identified  respectively,  the  broken  bread  with  the  body 
to  be  slain,  the  poured  out  wine  wath  the  blood  to 
be  shed,  is  both  probable  from  the  obvious  parallel, 
and  is  countenanced  by  other  parts  of  the  system. 
Thus  the  poor,  wdio  could  not  afford  slain  victims, 
w^ere  allowed  to  do  their  part  by  providing  cakes 
of  bread '^;  and  these  were  sometimes  made  in  the 
shape  of  the   ox  to    be    sacrificed ",   and    might    be 


'  Sei-vius  on  Virg.  ^n.  iv.  57,  x.  541. 

•"  So  Persius,  Sat.  ii.  -.  "  Hsec  cedo,  ut  admoveam  templis,  et  farrc 
litabo;"  i.e.  'give  me  pure  deeds  to  oiFer,  and  I  luidertako  to  procuro 
the  favour  of  the  gods  by  a  sacrifice  of  bread  only.' 

°  Scholia.st.  on  Aristophanes,  Phitiis,  1.  85. 
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oflercd  alone.  And  the  drinking  of  blood  was,  tliougli 
rarely,  substituted  for  that  of  wine. 

Now  all  this  coincides  marvellously  with  the  Mosaic 
provisions,  by  which  the  animal  sacrifice  was  held 
to  be  com})leted  when  the  bread-oflering  had  been 
laid  on,  and  the  wine  poured  out  on  the  victim " ; 
and,  again,  with  the  law  allowing  the  poor  to  bring  a 
bread-offering  instead  of  victims.  Another  curious  fnct 
indicating  the  important  functions  allotted  in  Gentile 
sacrifices  to  the  fruits  of  the  earth,  is  that  Ovaia, 
the  regular  word  for  *  sacrifice ",'  signifies  properly 
the  offering  of  odoriferous  fruits  or  leaves,  and  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  slaying.  Yet  it  became  the 
universal  term  for  slaying  an  animal  in  sacrifice,  ex- 
actly as  immolare  and  mad  are  did  ;  because  in  the 
going  up  of  the  incense  the  animal  sacrifice  was  held 
to  be  contained. 

Observe,  too,  that  the  sacrifices  were  conceived  of 
^i  (/ifis,  being  so-called  in  both  Greek  and  Latin '^j 
gifts,  too,  of  the  nature  qI  foocV,  and  acceptable  as 

°  Lightfoot,  Temple  Service,  vii.  2 ;  Patrick  on  Num.  xxviii.  9  :  "  As 
soon  as  the  drink-olTeriug  was  poured  out,  the  tmnipets  (on  the  Sabbath) 
hegan :  but  not  till  then,  for  the  burut-offering  was  not  perfect  till  then." 
There  is  so  far  a  difference,  that  here  the  bread  and  wine  were  not 
])Oured  on  the  living  victim. 

P  From  Qva,  dvov,  or  Bvia,  a  tree  resembling  the  cypress,  yielding 
a  sweet  smell  when  burnt.  Ilomcr  alirai/s  a))plics  eifiv  to  offering 
fruits ;  and  so  Theocritus,  pvv  Ovaw  to.  irlrvpa,  (ii.  33).  Hence  it  has 
erroneously  been  supposed  that  fruit  offerings  were  more  ancient  than 
animal  ones,  (Ovid.  East.  i.  337).  But  all  that  the  etymology  indicates 
is,  that  to  offer  the  incense  was  in  effect  to  present  the  slain  sacrifice : 
66ftv  is  in  fact,  in  modern  language,  '  to  cense,  or  incense'  the  offeriiig. 

''  Euri]).  Med.,  iniedv  Swfia  Kal  Oeoi/s  \6yos  :  and  so  Plat,  llesp.  iii.,  5&)/)a 
6(ovs  irdda  :  Aristopli.  Kub.  300,  ovpav'wis  r(  Oeo7s  bwpr]fjiaia  :  Ovid.,  "  M  n- 
nera,  crede  mihi,  capiunt  hominesque  deosquc,"  (compare  above,  p.  54, 1) : 
llcb.  v.  1,  "Gifts  and  sacrifices,"  cither  as  genus  and  species,  or  as 
synonyms.    (Ebrard.) 

'  The  dcKies  are  constantly  represented  as  feasting  on  the  smell  of 
the  saciifices.     Horn.  11.  A.  423. 
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sncli.  Thus  the  worsliippcrs  were  conceived  to  have 
actual  CO  III  mini  ion  with  their  gods,  that  is  participation 
with  their  nature,  by  their  eating  and  (h-inking  at 
a  connnon  table  with  them.  And  in  this,  St.  Paul 
awfully  assures  us"",  they  were  not  mistaken.  Such 
at  least  as  gave  themselves  over  to  the  iniquities  con- 
nected with  these  sacrifices,  received  through  them 
a  likeness  to  those  whom  they  honoured  thereby. 
"The  meats  used  in  the  worship  of  devils,"  says 
S.  Cyril,  "  being  by  nature  mere  meats,  became  ac- 
cursed by  the  invocation  of  devils ',"  and  conveyed  an 
evil  nature  accordingly.  That  the  deities,  on  the  other 
hand,  were  conceived  as  really  sharing  in  the  sacrificial 
feasts,  receiving  with  avidity  and  pleasure  the  portions 
assigned  to  them,  more  especially  the  sweet  smell,  is 
the  universal  testimony  of  classical  antiquity.  And 
surely  this  belief  shadowed  forth  a  deep  and  awful 
truth.  Exactly  as  in  the  Mosaic  system,  as  we  shall 
see,  God  is  continually  represented  as  receiving  that 
which  was  upon  the  altar  as  "  His  Bread,"  because 
in  it  He  received  with  pleasure  His  people,  their 
service  and  devotion;  so  through  the  "gifts"  on 
heathen  altars  did  the  devils  too  surely  receive  that 
which  they  desired,  the  souls  and  bodies  of  men,  given 
over  to  them  in  complete  surrender. 

We  may  notice  also  one  or  two  points  in  which 
the  Gentile  practice  differed  from  the  JMosaic,  though 
probably  not  from  the  more  primitive  type.  Such 
was  the  "  drinking"  or  "  tasting"  of  the  sacrificial 
Mine*  at  the  time  when  it  was  poured  on  the  victim's 

•  S.  Cyril,  Cat.  Lect.  i. 

'  Here  again  etymology  bears  witness  to  sacrificial  doctrine.  The 
tenn  libare,  Xti^eiv,  is  commonly  said  to  mean  properly  '  to  pour  out.' 
But  since  it  is  used  of  solid  food  as  well  as  of  liquid,  and  is  apparently 
akin  to  labia,  the  'lips,'  I  do  not  doubt  that  its  primary  meaning  is 
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head.  This  was  so  nniversal  that  it  seems  probable 
that  it  was  trauitional,  and  that  it  was  only  as  hav- 
ing been  abused,  and  for  fear  of  profanation  through 
excess,  that  it  was  forbidden  in  the  Mosaic  Institute  " : 
though  the  prohil)ition  also  served  to  set  forth  the 
truth,  that  the  partaking  of  the  blood,  to  which  the 
wine  corresponded,  was  not  to  have  place  till  the 
True  cleansing  Blood  should  be  shed. — The  Gentiles, 
in  proceeding,  further,  though  on  rare  occasions,  to 
drink  the  blood,  (doubtless  contrary  to  the  original 
Divine  law,)  manifested  still  a  correct  anticipation, 
however  ill  expressed,  of  the  destined  Christian  Ordi- 
nance.— We  find  also  with  the  utmost  certainty  among 
the  Gentiles,  a  custom  of  which  among  the  Jews  we 
have  less  positive  assurance,  though  there  is  no 
reason  to  doubt  that  it  prevailed  amongst  them"^.  I 
mean  the  habit  of  making  a  quasi-sacrifice  and  obla- 
tion at  their  more  festal  meals,  doubtless  with  some 
reference  to  animal  sacrifices  offered  on  an  altar.  Of 
this  I  shall  speak  more  at  length  presently.  Let  us 
proceed  to  consider  what  light  is  thrown  on  the 
Eucharistic  Institution  by  the  Gentile  sacrificial  no- 
tions and  ideas  which  have  come  under  our  notice. 

And  first,  we  arc  enabled  from  this  source  to 
render  an  account  of  a  difiiculty  which,  more  per- 
haps than   we  are  aware  of,  indisposes  the  modern 

'to  touch  liglilly,'  (comp.  levis,  and  lahria  jirimorihus  ailiiir/ere.)  So 
oscula  liharAt  nalce,  'kissed  liglitly.'  Ovid  Ims  "libarc  cil)os  di<,'itis." 
Hence  it  is  to  'taste'  or  give  others  to  taste.  Libare  diis  is  to  give 
the  gods  to  taste  of  the  food,  whether  liquid  or  solid. 

"  See  Lev.  x.  8,  and  Patrick  on  ver.  1. 

""  It  will  be  fully  proved  hereafter,  ch.  ii.,  that  the  Jews  had  a  per- 
fectly siiiiUar  custom,  both  at  the  table,  and  in  their  synagogue 
worsliip. 
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iiiiiul  to  receive  the  Cluircli's  ancient  and  uniform 
interpretation  of  our  Lord's  Eueharistic  Action.  The 
c.xtraordiuary  simplicity  of  that  Action,  and  the  com- 
monplace nature  of  the  occasion  on  which  it  took 
place,  may  well  seem,  to  modern  conception,  incom- 
mensurate with  the  vast  effects,  and  the  solemn  cha- 
racter, which  have  ever  been  ascribed  to  it  in  the 
Church.  It  would  seem  at  first  sight  unlikely  that  so 
transcendent  an  Action  as  the  yielding  up  of  Himself, 
by  the  Incarnate  Son  of  God,  to  His  wonder-working 
Death, — the  presenting  of  Himself  to  God  the  Fa- 
ther for  the  Redemption  and  Salvation  of  the  world, — 
should  be  performed  through  the  medium  of  a  little 
Bread  and  Wine.  Nay,  more,  that  that  broken  Bread, 
that  Wine  poured  forth,  should,  with  a  tremendous 
precision  of  language  which  leaves  no  escape,  be 
identified,  in  ho^A'ever  profoundly  mysterious  a  sense, 
with  the  Body  yet  to  be  slain  and  the  Blood  yet  to 
be  shed  in  sacrifice :  insomuch  that  the  presentation 
of  the  one  to  God  involved  and  carried  in  it  the 
presentation  and  acceptance  of  the  other ;  and  that 
a  New  Covenant  could  be  immediately  announced 
as  having  been  solemnised  thereby,  and  the  benefits 
of  it  be  then  and  there  partaken  of.  And  further, 
that  all  this  vast  and  pregnant  transaction  should 
take  place,  not  at  some  awful  altar-side,  but  at  an 
ordinary  though  festal  meal ; — this  seems  to  some 
minds  yet  more  inconceivable. 

But  on  turning  to  the  sacrificial  system  at  that 
time  in  vogue  throughout  the  world,  all  this  becomes 
perfectly  natural  and  intelligible.  For  1st,  we  en- 
counter, as  a  universal  feature,  however  at  first  sight 
strange  and  unaccountable,  this  very  regulation,  that 
the  presentation  and   acceptance   even  of  the  most 
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eminent  and  costly  animal  sacrifices,  should  take  place 
through  no  other  medium  than  that  of  broken  bread 
and  wine  poured  out.  Simple  breaking  of  bread  with 
sacrificial  intent  and  gesture  was  a  sufficient  "  immo- 
lation,"— simple  pouring  out  of  wine  with  that  intent 
was  effective  "  mactation," — of  the  yet  living  victim. 
The  dedication,  the  "  rendering  up "" "  was  completed 
thereby.  The  nidor,  the  oa-yL-r]  evcoSia^,  "  the  sweet- 
smelling  savour,"  went  up,  according  to  all  sacrificial 
law,  from  Abel  to  Moses,  and  from  one  end  of  the 
earth  to  the  other,  so  soon  as  the  bread  and  wine 
had  been  duly  dedicated  and  blessed  to  their  iden- 
tification with  the  animal  sacrifice,  whether  already 
slain  or  about  to  be  so. 

Nothing  surely  can  be  clearer.  May  we  not  say 
that  God  had  for  four  thousand  years  been  training 
the  whole  human  family,  and  not  the  Jewish  nation 
only,  in  His  own  sacrificial  laws  and  mysteries,  against 
the  exigencies  of  that  awful  hour  ?  For  they  had  not 
merely  been  instructed  as  to  the  chief  truth  of  all,  the 
"  first  great"  sacrificial  *'  commandment,"  namely,  the 
indispensable  necessity  of  the  shedding  of  the  blood, 
and-  consumption  of  the  body,  of  a  creature  endued 
wit/i  life,  as  the  means  of  acceptance ; — but  also  as 
to  the  "  second"  sacrificial  "  commandment,  like  unto 
the  first"  and  inseparably  bound  up  with  it; — the 
appointment  of  fruits  of  the  earth,  and  specially  of 
bread  and  wine,  as  the  medium  for  the  presentation 
of  the  slain  sacrifice. 

And  if  some  account   or  rationale  of  so  peculiar 

■  Tki.s  is  the  proper  meaning  of  the  word  which  wo  render  '  betray  ;' 
hence  its  occurrence  in  all  Liturgies:  "Who  in  the  same  night  that 
He  was  rendered  up,  or  rather  (Liturgies  of  S.  Jinncs,  S.  Chryaustoin, 
&c.j  surrendered  Himself  for  the  life  of  tlie  world." 

G 
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n  provision  be  demanded,  the  reader  may  be  referred 
to  wliat  has  been  said  above  in  connection  with 
Paradise  and  the  Fall.  It  may  snffice  here  to  re- 
capitulate, that  we  are  divinely  certified,  by  that 
narrative,  of  the  fitness,  however  to  us  inscrutable,  of 
fruits  of  the  earth  to  be  the  vehicle  of  eternal  life 
to  man :  while  it  is  even  to  human  view  analogous 
and  righteous,  that  the  creatures  through  which  man 
fell,  and  which  shared  his  curse, — the  vegetable  no 
less  than  the  animal  existences, — should  all  along  have 
had  such  a  part  as  this  assigned  to  them ;  themselves 
first  receiving  back  their  original  blessing,  and  then 
becoming,  by  their  joint  action,  the  medium  of  recon- 
secrating man  also,  and  presenting  his  service  to  God. 
It  is  of  unspeakable  importance  to  the  cause  of 
Eucharistic  truth,  that  the  relation  thus  subsisting,  by 
the  universal  laws  of  sacrifice,  between  the  vegetable 
and  animal  oblations,  should  be  fully  understood  and 
established.  For,  in  truth,  the  position  that  our  Lord 
did  present  His  Sacrifice  of  Himself, — of  His  Body 
broken  and  His  Blood  poured  out, — hy  means  of 
Bread  and  Wine  mysteriously  identifed  therewith,  is 
the  very  key-stone  of  the  Church's  Eucharistic  creed, 
(Introd.,  pp.  17 — 25).  And  I  conceive  that  there  can- 
not, after  what  has  now  been  adduced,  be  a  shadow  of 
doubt  either  as  to  the  principle  or  its  application.  The 
old  sacrificial  system,  in  the  form  in  which  it  survived 
in  the  Gentile  world,  certifies  to  us,  wdth  the  utmost 
precision  and  clearness,  in  this  particular,  the  sig- 
nificance to  be  attached  to  our  Lord's  Eucharistic 
Action  and  Words.  Not  the  Mosaic  system  itself, 
owing  to  the  modification  in  it  (apparently)  of  some 
old  sacrificial  features,  is  on  this  point  so  distinct  an 
instructor.     And   this   point  once   cleared  and  con- 
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ceded,  the  rest  of  those  Words  and  of  that  Action 
accords  so  simply  and  manifestly  with  the  concep- 
tion and  conditions  of  a  Sacrifice  and  a  Sacrificial 
Feast,  such  as  the  entire  world  was  then  familiar 
with,  that  no  doubt  can  remain  in  any  reasonable 
mind  as  to  the  interpretation  to  be  put  upon  them. 
It  is  not  too  much  to  say  that  we  then  find  the  Old 
sacrificial  system,  in  its  Gentile  form,  interpreting  for 
us,  as  with  a  sunbeam,  the  "  dark  sayings"  and  the 
"strange  work"  of  the  Word  made  Flesh,  when  in- 
stituting tlie  I^ew. 

Thus,  does  the  ancient  and  universal  belief  of  the 
Church  represent  that  our  Lord,  designing  to  offer 
a  great  Sacrifice,  and  to  establish  at  the  same  time 
a  perpetual  sacrificial  Institution,  took  occasion  by  an 
ordinary  meal,  and  made  use  of  the  materials  of  the 
feast  or  supper  itself,  for  these  purposes?  And  did 
the  custom  of  the  Church,  for  some  time  after,  con- 
tinue to  attach  her  sacrificial  Celebration  more  or  less 
closely  to  such  a  meal  ?  Unsuitable  for  such  a  purpose 
as  an  occasion  of  that  kind  may  appear  to  those  who 
have  not  been  brought  up  in  the  old  sacrificial  habits, 
nothing  could  at  that  time  be  more  accordant  with 
the  habits  and  the  religious  conformation  of  the  whole 
civiHzed  world,  the  Gentile  world  more  especially. 
For  though  (I  quote  a  writer  on  classical  antiquities, 
who  had  no  theological  theory  to  uphold)  "  the  more  so- 
lemn sacrifices  consisted  of  6v/jLLa/ia,  airov^rj,  Upeiouy 
i.e.  fruits  of  the  earth,  pouring  out  of  wine,  and  a 
slain  victim,  it  was  lawful  to  use  these  separately. 
More  especially  the  Greeks  (and  we  may  add,  the 
Romans  no  less)  offered  drink-off'erings  of  wine,  not 
only  at  sacrifices,  but  also  at  the  commencement  of 
a  journey,  at  the  entertainment  of  strangers,  at  the 

c  2 
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time  of  retiring  to  rest,  or  any  other  occasion.  In 
short,  in  nil  the  common  affairs  of  hie  they  desired  the 
favour  of  tlie  gods  by  oblations  of  incense,  and  drink- 
ojfcringsy  made  at  the  table.  Nor  of  drink-offerings 
only :  they  never  tasted  any  food  without  consecrat- 
ing it ;  usually  by  throwing  part  of  it  into  the  fire 
as  an  offering  to  the  Lares.  Thus,  the  table  was 
regarded  for  the  time  being  as  an  altar "";  an  altar 
of  both  meat-offering  and  drink-offering  solemnly 
presented  to  the  deity. 

But  further,  the  food  and  drink-offerings  at  the 
festive  table  stood  in  connection,  on  high  occasions, 
with  an  actual  slain  sacrifice  offered  w^ith  all  solemnity 
upon  an  altar.  Thus  the  parallel  between  our  Lord's 
action  and  the  Gentile  sacrificial  ways  is  complete. 
For,  as  has  been  already  pointed  out,  these  simpler 
offerings,  it  is  most  probable,  had  in  strictness,  and 
according  to  the  original  conception  of  them,  no  stand- 
ing ground  apart  from  a  slain  offering,  but  pre- 
supposed and  had  some  reference  to  it  in  all  cases ; 
and"  when  the  feast  was  connected  with  a  sacrifice,  the 
devout  would  make  their  offerings  at  the  table  with 
that  particular  sacrifice  in  mind. 

And  one  especial  purpose  was  answered,  as  we  may 
remark,  by  thus  causing  the  Eucharist  to  arise,  as  to 
its  occasion,  out  of  a  common  feast,  and  to  retain 
for  a  while  that  association.  The  Divine  Wisdom,  by 
habituating  past  ages  to  such  an  arrangement,  had  en- 
listed man's  natural  inclination  for  social  feasts  on  the 
side  of  religion ;  and  the  same  provision  now  secured, 
on  the  part  of  that  generation  to  which  the  Gospel  was 

Ovid.  Amor.  i.  4.  27  :  "  Tange  nianu  mensam,  quo  tanguut  more  pre- 
cantes."  On  which  Heiasius,  "  For  the  table  among  the  ancients  was 
counted  for  an  altar. 
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first  offered,  a  ready  and  habitual  recourse  to  tlie 
supreme  Ordinance  of  it.  The  actual  conjunction  of 
the  rite  with  an  ordinary  social  meal  was  destined, 
indeed,  early  to  pass  away  :  yet  not  until  the  Ordin- 
ance had  effectually  been  stamped,  to  all  ages,  with 
the  characters  proper  to  a  feast ;  joyous  participation 
of  good,  thankfulness  to  God,  and  abounding  charity 
towards  men  ; — "  praise,  bounty,  and  rest  ^"  Hereby 
too  was  taught,  that,  in  the  Holy  Eucharist,  all  the 
ordinary  actions  of  life  are  to  be  gathered  up  for  dedi- 
cation and  consecration :  since  it  had  come  in  the 
j)Iace  of  the  old  methods  of  presenting  such  things  for 
Divine  acceptance  and  blessing. 

Again,  to  touch  briefly  on  other  points  in  the 
Institution  which  derive  illustration  from  Gentile  sa- 
crificial ways.  Was  our  Lord's  Offering  of  Himself  on 
tliis  occasion  a  purely  voluntary  one,  and  specially 
pleasing  to  God  as  such ;  and  do  we  find  this  feature 
of  it  much  dwelt  on  by  the  Apostles  and  in  the  Litur- 
gies of  the  Church?  There  was  more  than  one  re- 
markable provision  in  the  Gentile  sacrifices  indi- 
cating the  importance  of  willingness  and  assent^,  real 
or  imagined,  on  the  part  of  the  victim ;  specially  the 

»  Hooker,  V.  70. 

y  Tlius  it  was  led  by  a  slack  rope  to  the  altar ;  Juvenal,  Sat.  xii., 
Virg.  iEn.  v.  772.  It  was  allowed  to  stand  loose  by  the  altar,  and  it  was 
a  bad  omen  if  it  fled  away ;  comp.  Isa.  liii.,  "  He  is  brought  as  a  lamb  to 
the  slauglitcr,"  i.e.  to  the  saerifice.  Again,  stranger  still,  they  tried 
whether  the  victim  was  a  willing  sacrifice  by  drawing  a  knife  from  its 
forehead  to  its  tail ;  if  it  struggled,  it  was  rejected  ;  if  it  stood  still,  it 
was  deemed  an  acceptable  sacrifice.  It  was  not,  however,  thought  suffi- 
cient, unless  it  also  gave  its  assent  by  a  nod.  It  is,  further,  very  curious, 
that  in  order  to  induce  it  to  nod,  and  thus  to  attest  its  willingness,  they 
poured  water  into  its  ear,  and  sometimes  barley.  Tlicre  must  surely  1)C 
some  connection  between  this  and  the  mueli  controverted  passage  iu  i's. 
Ix.  f),  Ileb.  X.  5,  "Sacrifice  and  burnt-offering  Thou  woul(ic,>t  not,  but 
mine  ears  hast  Thou  opened  .  .  .  lo,  I  come  to  do  Thy  will,  ()  Clod." 
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selection  of  n  young  lamb,  the  most  unresisting  of 
creatures,  as  the  victim  of  victims,  the  most  prevailing 
of  all  sacrit^ces^ — Did  our  Lord,  according  to  the 
Church's  view,  tender  His  Oblation  of  Himself,  by 
means  of  the  Bread,  in  some  solemn  though  verbally 
unrecorded  formula  of  address  to  God,  of  blessing 
and  thanksgiving ;  a  form  involving,  however,  (as 
appeared  from  the  result  of  it  presently  announced 
to  His  disciples,)  desire  for  the  acceptance  of  the 
Offering  to  purposes  of  human  salvation?  And  do 
the  Liturgies  all  contain  such  forms  of  address,  in 
imitation  of  Christ  ?  The  Gentile  sacrifices  com- 
menced even  so.  When  the  victim,  yet  living,  had 
been  brought  to  the  altar,  the  priest  sprinkled  it,  as 
aforesaid,  with  meal  (broken  bread)  and  water.  They 
then  prayed,  the  priest  exhorting  them  to  join  him. 
Their  prayers^  commonly  commencing  with  words 
and  titles  of  adoration^,  and  attributes  of  the  deity, 
were  that  he  would  accept  their  oblations  and  send 
them  safety  and  felicity ;  adding  a  request  for  some  par- 
ticular favour. — Was  this  action  of  blessing  and  obla- 

^  So  the  oracle  of  Apollo,  before  refeiTcd  to,  prescribes  a  young  lamb 
as  the  victim  most  acceptable  alike  to  gods  above  and  below : — 
^vva  TTfAei  xdovlwu  Kal  etnxOovlwv  raSe  ixovvcov, 
TerpaTToSa  x^oi'tois(?)  &pva>v  veoirriyea  ')v7a. 

'  Tor  the  fullest  account  on  record  of  the  ancient  Greek  sacrificial 
ceremonies,  see  the  Pax  of  Aristophanes,  11.  875 — 900.  A  lamb  is  sup- 
posed to  be  offered  to  the  imagiaary  goddess  Peace.  The  real  forms  are 
no  doubt  closely  followed,  though  with  occasional  travesty.  The  prayer 
for  acceptance  of  the  sacrifice,  after  "  Pray  we,  pray  we  earnestly,"  is  as 
follows  :  S>  (Tefxpordrr]  Bacr'iKeia,  @ea  TrSryt'  EtpTjvri,  Sicrnoiva  x^P<>>v,  Sea-irotva 
yducev,  Se^ai  Ovaiau  Tr]v  Tjuerfpav.  Then  follow  requests  for  peace,  for  re- 
moval of  old  quarrels,  for  plenty,  &c. 

''  Compare  with  the  acts  of  adoration  the  commencement  of  the  Con- 
secration forms  of  all  Liturgies,  after  the  "  It  is  meet  and  right,"  &c. : 
e.g.  Lit.  S.Mark  and  S.Basil;  "Jehovah,  Master,  Lord,  God,  Father 
ALnighty ;"  the  terms  "  to  praise,  hjann,  give  thanks,  worship,  glorify;" 
and  the  attributes,  "iaeffable,  inconceivable,  invisible." 
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tion  repeated  by  our  Lord  over  the  Wine ;  and  that 
too  at  some  interval  ("after  supper"), — an  interval 
occupied  by  converse  with  the  disciples  concerning 
the  Events  then  transacting  ?  And  has  this  the  ap- 
pearance, at  least  to  our  eyes,  of  marring  the  oneness 
of  the  supposed  sacrificial  Action  ?  Nay,  even  in 
the  Greek  and  Eoraan  sacrifices,  the  first  act  of  ob- 
lation of  the  victim,  that  is,  of  its  body,  (as  it  should 
seem,)  by  means  of  the  bread,  was  followed  by  an 
interval  especially  devoted  to  religious  and  reverent 
discourse*",  during  which  the  willingness  of  the  victim 
was  further  tested,  as  above  described.  After  this 
followed  a  fresh  act  of  blessing,  oblation,  and  prayer ; 
and  then  the  priest  taking  a  cup  of  wine,  of  wdiich  he 
and  the  rest  tasted,  poured  the  remainder  between 
the  horns  of  the  victim.  By  this  means  the  hlood  of 
the  victim,  as  before  his  body,  was  understood  to  be 
more  especially  offered. — And  as  our  Lord,  after  offer- 
ing His  Sacrifice  of  Himself  in  this  manner,  contem- 
plating it  as  virtually  accomplished,  once  more  prayed, 
a  prayer  of  intercession, — so  too  all  the  Gentiles 
prayed  wdien  the  sacrifice  was  completed  and  was 
burning  on  the  altar. 

Again,  the  effects  ascribed  by  the  Church  to  our 
Lord's  Sacrificial  Action  perfectly  accord,  in  kind,  with 
those  ascribed,  and  doubtless  originally  attached,  to 
Gentile  sacrifices.  The  "Body"  of  the  Divine  Victim 
is  declared  to  be  "  given,"  namely,  to  the  Fatiici-. 
This,  as  we  have  seen,  is  the  pervading  idea  of  hea- 
then sacrifice.     It  is  a  "gift"  to  the  deity  to  be  j)ro- 

■^  Tliis,  as  is  well  known,  is  the  proper  sense  of  the  famous  tixprnxt'iTt, 
or  favete  Unguis ;  on  which  Faccioluti  has  "  Faverc,  to  utter  woids 
of  pood ;  to  accompany  or  follow  the  priest,  as  he  offers  prayers  ami 
wishes,  with  vows  and  ominations  for  pond." 
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pitiatcd. — It  is  said,  again,  to  be  "  given  for"  those 
present  "  and  for  many ;"  i.e.  for  the  elect  of  God  to 
the  end  of  time.  And  Gentile  sacrifices  were  offered 
Un-  whole  nations,  and  not  merely  for  those  present, 
who  were  in  fact  only  representative  persons. — The 
particnlar  benefit  announced  in  our  Lord's  Institution 
as  flowing  from  His  Sacrifice  of  Himself,  especially  from 
the  shedding  of  His  Blood,  is  "remission  of  sins;" 
and  expiation  by  blood  was  one  leading  purpose  of 
Gentile  sacrifices. — The  effects  of  participation  in  the 
Sacrifice  are  not,  in  the  Gospel  narrative  of  the  Insti- 
tution, specified  :  but  they  are  elsewhere  declared  to 
be  mutual  comnmnion  or  intercommunication  of  na- 
tures, and  even  of  being ^,  between  the  worshipper 
and  the  Sacrifice,  and  again,  through  the  Sacrifice, 
communion  with  Him  to  Whom  it  was  offered.  Now 
such  assimilation®  of  the  worshipper  to  the  sacrifice 
was  certainly  contemplated  even  by  the  popular  mind 
in  the  Gentile  sacrifices;  and  for  such  intercommunion 
of  natures  between  the  offerer  and  the  object  of  wor- 
ship, St.  Paul  vouches^.  And  the  avowed  purpose  of 
the  whole,  was  to  lift  the  being  of  man  into  a  higher 
sphere,  namely  the  divine;  to  assimilate  him  to  the 
supposed  character  of  the  gods,  and  exhibit  him  in  high 
communion  and  honourable  acceptance  with  them. — 

**  St.  John  vi.  50 :  "  Wtoso  eateth  . . .  dwelleth.  in  Me,  and  I  in  him;" 
xvii.  22:  "The  glory  which  Thou  gavest  Me,  I  have  given  them;" 
1  Cor.  X.  10  :  "  Communion  in  the  Body  of  Chiist ;"  2  Pet.  i.  4 :  "  By 
which  (glory  and  virtue)  have  been  given  unto  us  very  great  and  pre- 
cious promised  gifts,  that  by  these  ye  might  be  partakers  of  the  Divine 
Kature." 

*  Thus  in  the  Pax,  the  offering  up  of  a  lamb  is  expected  to  conunu- 
nicate  to  tlie  worsliippers  lamb-like  and  peaceable  iucliuations :  So-t' 
iffOfxeO'  aWT)\oi(ni/  afivol  rovs  rp6irovs. 

'  1  Cor.  X.  20 :  "I  would  not  that  ye  should  have  fellowship  with 
devUs." 
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Finally,  on  the  hypothesis  we  speak  of, — that  is,  accord- 
ing to  the  ancient  Eucharistic  belief  of  the  Church, — 
our  Lord  on  this  occasion  acted  as  a  Priest.  And 
no  idea  was  more  familiar  to  the  old  world  than  this 
of  a  special  power  to  sacrifice  and  procure  acceptance 
vested  in  certain  persons ;  forming  a  clear  addition  to 
the  prevailing  power  residing  in  the  sacrifice,  and  co- 
ordinate with  it.  As  to  His  right  thus  to  act  as  a 
Priest,  it  rested,  we  know,  on  His  Eternal  Sonship  ;  on 
His  Headship  over  the  human  race  as  the  First-born 
of  every  creature ;  on  His  Divine  Royalty  as  having 
all  power  in  Heaven  and  earth ;  on  His  sinless  purity ; 
on  His  consecration  by  suffering;  on  His  calling  of 
God ;  on  His  recognition  ^  by  man  as  alone  having 
power  to  intercede.  And  it  was' in  eldest  sons,  heads 
of  families,  and  kings^,  that  the  right  of  sacrificing  was 
vested  among  the  Gentiles ;  priesthood  was  held  by 
inheritance,  by  lot,  by  designation  of  princes,  or  by 
popular  election  ^ :  they  were  required  to  be  of  irre- 
proachable life ;  to  have  been  duly  set  apart ;  to  be 
well  versed  in  the  ritual  of  the  temple.  A  participa- 
tion moreover,  within  certain  limits,  in  these  powers, — 
a  ministerial  priesthood  for  some,  a  personal  priest- 
hood to  be  exercised  by  every  worshipper, — was  by 
the  last  and  farewell  words  of  the  Institution — (so  the 
Church  has  ever  believed) — solemnly   committed   to 

'  It  should  seem  that  iu  tlie  Divine  couuscls  tlie  priestly  work  of 
Christ  could  aot  have  taken  effect  had  there  not  been  some,  however 
few,  who  acknowlcdfjcd  Him  as  Priest  and  "  believed  that  He  came  iVom 
God,"  St.  John  xvii.  8. 

•■  "  Kcx  Anius,  rex.  idem  hominum,  Phocbique  sacerdos." 

Virg.  yEu.  iii.  SO. 

'  In  most  states  of  Greece  the  chief  m;if^istrates  were  froqucutly  con- 
serrated  to  the  priesthood.  At  Sparta  the  kings  immediately  after  their 
accession  took  upon  them  the  two  priesthoods  of  the  heavenly  and  Lacc- 
djcmonian  .TupitfT.     llobinson's  Aiitif|iii1ips,  p.  101>. 
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tliosc  present,  and  tliroiigli  tlicni  to  succeeding  gene- 
rations, in  the  words,  "  This  do  in  remembrance  of 
Me."  And  even  so  in  the  Gentile  system,  although 
the  supreme  and  public  sacrifices  for  the  safety  of  the 
conuuonwealth  were  offered  by  the  priests  only,  yet,  as 
is  well  known,  and  as  we  have  seen  in  the  matter  of 
the  convivial  libations  and  offerings  on  ordinary  occa- 
sions, "  it  was  customary  for  others  to  offer  prayers 
and  sacrifices ''." 

Thus  did  the  Eucharistic  Institution,  communicated 
indeed  "  to  the  Jew  first,"  but  destined  after  a  short 
time  to  come  abroad  to  all  nations^,  marvellously  fit  in  to 
a  framework  of  conceptions  and  practices  placed  ready 
by  the  Divine  Hand  to  receive  it.  And  this  doubtless 
contributed  greatly  to  the  simple  and  unhesitating 
acceptance,  by  the  Gentile  world,  of  the  Eucharistic 
Rite,  and  indeed  of  one  whole  aspect  of  Christianity, 
viz.  its  sacrificial  and  priestly  side; — its  character  as 
a  vast  and  complex  ritual  system,  extending  from 
Heaven  to  earth,  and  involving  many  mysterious  con- 
ceptions ;  such  as  reconciliation,  presentation  in  and 
by  a  slain  sacrifice,  sacramental  participation,  and  the 
like.  It  accounts,"  as  nothing  else  perhaps  could,  for 
a  fact  which  has  been  dwelt  on  elsewhere™,  the  ab- 
sence, in  primitive  days,  of  controversy  on  these  mys- 
terious subjects.  Already  in  the  days  of  the  Apostles 
there  had  arisen  those  who  denied  that  Jesus  Christ 
was  come  in  the  Flesh,  or  that  there  was  any  Resur- 
rection from  the  dead.  But  none  called  in  question 
the  reaUty  of  Christ's   Sacrifice  of  Himself  on  the 

^  Robinson's  Antiquities,  ubi  sup. 

'  "  Videtur  omnino  Christus,  in  hoc  sacramento,  Se  uon  Hebraeorum 
tantuin,  sed  et  gentium,  in  idem  fcedus  coaptandarum,  captui  accommo- 
dasse."     Grotius  on  St.  Matt.  xxvi.  17. 

■"  Introduction  to  Part  II.,  p.  7. 
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ground  of  its  being  a  Sacrifice,  or  stumbled  at  any 
other  sacrificial  feature  of  the  system. 

Thus,  from  tlie  entire  adaptation  of  the  Eucharistic 
Institution,  understood  as  the  Church  of  old  under- 
stood it,  to  the  divinely  moulded  religious  constitution 
of  the  human  mind  at  that  period,  we  derive  the 
strongest  possible  confirmation  of  her  estimate  of  it. 
But  we  are  led  to  the  same  conclusion,  if  we  con- 
sider the  state  of  things  which  ensued  in  the  times 
immediately  succeeding  the  era  of  the  Institution. 
For  it  cannot  be  denied,  that  from  a  very  early  time 
indeed, — even  in  the  lifetime  of  some  of  the  Apostles, 
— a  sacrificial  character  was  already  attributed  to  the 
Eucharist.  S.  Clement  of  Rome  (a.d.  65)  says  that 
Christ  appointed  "  off'erings"  and  divine  services  to  be 
performed;  and  defines  the  function  of  the  clergy  as 
being  "to  offer  the  gifts ^"  that  is,  in  the  langunge 
of  those  times,  "  the  sacrifices.**  Ignatius,  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  second  century,  speaks  °  of  "  One  Flesh 
of  Christ ;  of  there  being  one  Eucharist,  one  Cup,  one 
altar,  as  certainly  as  there  was  one  bishop  with  the 
presbytery  and  deacons."  Justin  Martyr,  fifty  years 
later,  speaks  of  "  sacrifices  as  being  offered  in  every 
])lace  by  us  Gentiles,  that  is  to  say,  the  Bread  and 
the  Cup  of  the  Eucharist  p,"  in  accordance  with  the 
prophecy  of  Malachi.  Nothmg  can  be  more  explicit. 
Now  all  this  is  perfectly  intelligible,  if  we  recognise  in 
our  Lord's  Institution,  were  it  in  never  so  faint  a  de- 
gree, a  real  Sacrificial  Action  at  the  time,  and  a  real 
Sacrificial  Ordinance  to  be  observed  ever  after.     For 

"  Ep.  i.  ad  Cor.  c.  44 :  "  If  we  should  depose  from  the  office  of  a  bishop 
those  who  blamelessly  and  holily  offer  tiie  gifls." 

"  Ep.  ad  Philad.,  e.  1.  '  ^  Dial,  ciim  Tryph.,  p.  137. 
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then  the  whole  cycle  of  sacrificial  ideas  and  acces- 
sories, the  whole  vocabulary  of  sacrificial  language, 
familiar  alike  to  Jew  and  Gentile,  would  naturally 
come  into  use  and  operation,  so  soon  as  the  Church 
entered  on  her  functions  ; — as  naturally  as,  by  the  law 
of  its  being,  the  tree  developes  out  of  the  seed  in 
which  it  is  potentially  and  germinally  contained.  But 
on  any  other  supposition,  it  is  perfectly  inconceivable 
that  so  full  an  efflorescence  of  sacrificial  thought  and 
language  would  have  burst  forth  so  soon.  It  is  to 
the  last  degree  unphilosophical  to  suppose  it  even  for 
a  moment.  Did  these  habits  of  thought,  and  this 
phraseology,  emerge  to  view  after  a  lapse  of  centuries, 
they  might  well  be  set  down  to  a  gradual  divergence 
from  the  original  Institution,  or  to  an  entire  sub- 
version of  it.  But  there  was  not  time  for  such  a  pro- 
cess of  declension  or  overthrow.  The  men  whom  I 
have  quoted  as  freely  applying  sacrificial  language  to 
the  Eucharist,  had  seen  the  Apostles  or  their  imme- 
diate successors;  and  to  suppose  that  they  miscon- 
ceived the  whole  matter  of  Christ's  Action,  is  to  sup- 
pose that  Christianity  was  corrupted  at  its  very  foun- 
tain-head. 

Whereas  the  other,  that  is,  the  Church's  ancient 
view,  stands  at  this  immeasurable  advantage,  that 
according  to  it,  the  Eucharistic  Transaction  reads 
smoothly  into  the  context  of  the  whole  world's  his- 
tory. For  w^e  discern,  on  the  one  hand,  sacrificial 
habits  in  the  matter  of  religion  prevailing  down  to 
the  very  hour  of  the  Institution.  We  discern,  on 
the  other  hand,  sacrificial  phrases  and  conceptions 
attaching  to  the  Eucharist  within  thirty  or  forty  years 
after.  And  between  them  both  we  discern  the  In- 
stitution itself,  the  link  and  point  of  transmission  be- 
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tween  the  one  sacrificial  period  and  the  other.  Thus 
it  may  be  affirmed  of  the  ecclesiastical  theory  of  the 
Holy  Eucharist,  that  like  the  Newtonian  theory  of  the 
universe,  it  accounts  for  all  the  phenomena,  which  no 
other  theory  does.  And  this  is  sufficient  to  establish 
its  truth  to  the  satisfaction  of  all  reasonable  men. 


SECTION  V. 

We  have  now  seen  that  the  main  principles  and 
rules  of  sacrifice, — such  as  atonement,  or  removal, 
by  blood-shedding,  of  disqualification  for  worship;  — 
acceptable  presentation  to  God  in  and  by  the  body 
of  the  victim ; — participation  in  the  nature  both  of 
the  sacrifice  and  of  the  deity  by  sacrificial  feasting ; — 
and,  not  least  of  all,  the  functions  assigned  to  certain 
fruits  of  the  earth, — to  bread  and  wine, — as  a  means 
both  of  presenting  the  victim  and  partaking  of  it : — 
that  these  conceptions,  together  with  a  practical  train- 
ing in  them,  had  been  received  and  retained  by  the 
Gentile  w^orld  down  to  the  time  of  the  Eucharistic 
Institution.  And  doubtless  they  largely  contributed 
to  the  intelligent  reception,  by  Gentile  converts,  of 
Christianity  in  its  entire  sacrificial  aspect,  and  of  the 
Eucharist  in  particular. 

But  there  were  other  sacrificial  truths  and  habits 
destined  to  enter  largely  into  the  Christian  scheme, 
which  could  not,  by  the  nature  of  the  case,  be  com- 
mitted to  the  world  at  large.  The  religious  as  well 
as  the  social  unity  of  mankind  had  been  shattered  at 
Babel ;  and  the  disruption  was  perpetuated  by  the 
Dispersion  of  Nations.  From  that  event  onward,  the 
sacrificial  action  of  the  world  at  large,  however  at  one 
in  its  main   oiinciples,  was  of  necessity  divided   in  its 
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operation.  There  was  no  longer  one  worship,  but 
many  worsliips.  Whereas,  nothing  was  to  be  more 
strongly  characteristic  of  Christianity  than  that  it  should 
be,  in  its  every  aspect,  a  Unity.  That  last  and  com- 
pletest  form  of  Theology  would  be  based  upon  the 
ideas  not  merely  of  One  God,  but  also  of  One  Body, 
One  Priest,  One  Sacrifice,  One  corporate  sacrificial 
Action.  Now  it  was  impossible  that  any  training 
in  the  conception  and  habits  necessary  for  appre- 
ciating such  a  system,  and  for  facile  action  under  it, 
could  be  bestowed  on  the  votaries  of  rival  or  differ- 
ing religions.  However  much  they  might  hold  in 
common,  or  whatever  glimmerings  they  might  retain, 
in  their  several  spheres,  of  the  principle  of  religious 
Unity,  they  could  not  possibly  be  very  deeply  im- 
bued with  the  idea,  or  prepared  for  that  intense 
realization  of  it  which  Christianity  would  present 
for  their  acceptance. 

It  was  necessary,  therefore,  that  what  the  many 
could  not  be  practised  in,  should  be  deeply  incul- 
cated on  the  few.  To  persons  so  imbued  and  trained, 
and  to  them  alone,  could  the  New  Economy  with 
safety  be  committed  in  the  first  instance.  From 
them  the  rest  of  the  world,  aided  by  those  sacrificial 
conceptions  which  were  common  to  all,  and  which 
their  dispersed  condition  was  no  bar  to  their  realizing, 
might  receive  in  due  time  the  entire  body  of  Christian 
Sacrificial  Truth. 

For  this  purpose  it  was, — namely,  the  habituation 
of  mankind,  in  the  person  of  Israel,  to  the  wdiole 
cycle  of  conceptions  and  habits  belonging  to  Chris- 
tianity as  One  vast  sacrificial  System, — and  not  merely 
to  keep  alive  a  knowledge  of  the  True  God,  and  of 
His   purpose    of   salvation    towards   man, — that   the 
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elaborate  and  complex  Mosaic  scheme  was  instituted. 
Had  the  latter  objects  been  all  that  was  contemplated, 
a  far  less  complex  scheme  might  have  availed  for  the 
purpose.  A  single  line  of  descendants,  handing  on 
that  simple  deposit  of  truth,  and  exercised  continually 
in  the  worship  of  God  according  to  the  primitive 
and  universal  sacrificial  rules,  would  have  sufficed 
still  from  Abraham  to  Christ,  as  it  had  done  ^  from 
Adam  to  Abraham.  The  vaster  and  more  profound 
purpose  above  indicated  is  manifestly  the  secret  of 
the  prolonged  and  more  minutely  elaborated  process 
which  was  in  fact  employed.  Habits  of  corporate 
religious  action,  parallel  to  and  imitative  of  those 
which  were  to  characterize  the  Church  as  the  Body 
of  Christ, — such  as  the  fact  and  the  consciousness 
of  inherence  in  a  supernaturally  constituted  Body ; 
privileges  of  access  to  and  dwelling  in  a  beatifying 
Presence,  and  of  having  such  a  Presence  indwelling ; 
common  functions,  to  be  discharged  by  the  whole  and 
by  each  member,  of  self-presentation  in  and  through 
and  with  the  One  Priest  and  One  Sacrifice ;  in  a 
word,  the  whole  doctrine  and  discipline  of  the  Mys- 
tical Body  ;  —  these  required  a  nation  for  their 
?phere,  an  extensive  code  of  laws  to  regulate  the 
discharge  of  them,  and  ages  for  their  efiectual  in- 
culcation. 

Accordingly,  when  the  world  had  now  run  out, 
according  to  the  common  computation,  about  one- 
half  of  its  destined  four  thousand  years  of  training  in 

«■  I  do  not  here  enter  into  the  question,  whetlier  or  not  any  yet 
farlicr  dispensation  liad  been  committed  to  mankind,  on  the  failure  of 
whieh,  the  family  of  Abraham  was  called  to  carry  out  the  Divine  ])iir- 
poses.  That  there  are  indications  of  the  kind  in  Scripture  is  shewn  in 
an  article  in  the  "Christian  Ilemcmbrauccr,"  for  October  1800,  "The 
Mosaic  System  ;"  to  wliich  I  may  be  allowed  to  refer. 
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sacrificial  mysteries,  such  a  sphere  as  v^^as  necessary 
for  this  purpose  began  to  be  provided  by  the  call 
of  Abraham. 

For  it  is  important  to  be  observed,  that,  for  the 
purpose  in  view,  much  more  was  needed  than  merely 
to  send  into  the  world  a  code  of  new  sacrificial  laws, 
or  a  development  of  the  old  ones.  Nor,  in  truth,  do 
we  read  of  any  new  institutions  of  that  kind  having 
been  committed  to  the  Father  of  the  faithful.  The  old 
sacrificial  habits,  familiar  to  Abel  and  Noah,  were 
manifestly  brought  with  him  into  his  adopted  land, 
and  served,  under  Divine  direction,  for  carrying  out 
the  designs  of  God  during  the  lives  of  the  first 
three  Patriarchs.  No :  the  first  great  work  that  had 
to  be  accomplished,  was  to  create  a  sphere  for  the 
operation  of  the  enlarged  sacrificial  scheme  to  be 
hereafter  imparted.  And  this  required  time.  It 
called  for  a  long  course  of  divinely  controlled  event 
and  history.  If  that  scheme  of  sacrifice  was  to  be 
a  counterpart  of  the  Christian  scheme  of  Redemption 
and  Salvation,  it  must  have  for  its  operation  a  people 
possessing  a  moral  and  spiritual  history  parallel,  point 
for  point,  to  the  history  of  mankind,  considered  as  sub- 
jects of  Redemption  and  Salvation.  There  must  be, 
in  the  history  of  that  people,  something  corresponding 
to  man's  creation  at  the  first.  There  must  be  an  age 
of  innocence ;  a  head  of  the  race,  upright  at  the  first, 
but  swerving  from  that  rectitude,  and  carrying  with 
him,  both  implicitly  and  in  the  way  of  example,  by 
his  own  act  and  their  corrupt  following  of  him,  the 
Fall  of  his  posterity.  There  must  be  a  Paradise  and 
a  Divine  Presence  given,  lost,  and  restored.  There 
must  be  a  real  Fall  of  a  whole  race,  and  a  redemption 
of  that  race,  followed  by  their  exaltation  to  a  yet  higher 
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degree  of  privilege  than  before.  And  these  nmst  be 
real  spiritual  events,  with  whatever  adiiiixture  of 
earthly  elements.  The  fall  nmst  be  a  real  falling 
from  a  blissful  condition  in  God's  Presence  into  the 
power  and  the  deathlike  dominion  of  the  Devil.  The 
redemption  and  restoration  to  the  privileged  estate 
must  be  by  real  spiritual  agencies  of  the  divinely- 
accredited  type ;  by  sacrificial  shedding  of  blood,  and 
offering  of  victims ;  by  rendering  np  of  body,  soul, 
and  spirit  to  the  service  of  God,  and  by  actual  re- 
admission  into  an  enhanced  degree  of  His  Presence. 
All  this  there  must  be,  or  the  experience  of  the  peo- 
ple placed  under  training  could  have  no  sufficient  cor- 
respondence with  that  of  the  subjects  of  the  archetypal 
Economy.  Only  thus  could  they  learn,  and  be  prac- 
tised in,  that  grateful  and  adoring  sense,  kept  alive 
by  suitable  commemorative  acts,  of  redemption  from 
bodily  and  spiritual  ruin  ;  that  sorrow  for  the  past ; 
that  delight  in  present  duty  and  service ;  that  eleva- 
ting consciousness  of  a  mysterious  estate  and  of  being 
encompassed  with  Divine  favour  and  blesshig,  which 
are  the  staple  of  Christian  being  and  experience. 

Nor  was  this  all.  Little  as  this  could  have  been 
looked  for,  the  imitative  and  initiatory  Economy  was 
to  carry  in  it  the  image,  (shadowy  indeed,  but  real 
and  plainly  discernible,)  of  those  most  lofty  and  awful 
Facts  of  the  Christian  scheme, — the  existence,  and  the 
several  operations  on  man's  behalf,  of  the  Three  Per- 
sons of  the  Holy  Trinity, —  and  the  presentation  iuul 
perpetual  pleading  of  a  Human  Sacrifice.  The  divinely- 
moulded  history  was  so  constructed,  that  the  Law 
was  to  the  devout  Israelite,  unconsciously  indeed,  but 
really,  (as  we  shall  see  presently,)  a  gyninasiuiii  and 
school  of  exercise  in   those   hardest   leiils  of  faith, — 

ii 
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Trinitarian  belief,  and  the  acceptance  of  One  only 
Sacrifice  and  Mediator  between  God  and  Man,  the 
Man  Christ  Jesus. 

And  it  may  safely  be  asserted,  that  the  fact  of  this 
twofold  conformity ; — that  is,  of  the  Jewish  history 
liavinir  been  first  of  all  conformed  and  assimilated  to 
the  human  history,  and  then  their  ritual  to  the  pro- 
cesses of  human  redemption  and  salvation; — consti- 
tutes the  entire  story  the  most  stupendous  of  recorded 
miracles,  next  to  the  Creation  of  the  world  and  the 
Incarnation  of  Christ. 

Let  us  then,  in  the  first  place,  carefully  note 
what  was  the  part  assigned  to  Abraham,  Isaac,  and 
Jacob  in  this  wondrous  and  divinely-ordered  drama 
of  Israelitish  history  and  service. 

I.  When  Abraham  received  his  call,  certain  prospec- 
tive benefits,  to  be  fulfilled  to  his  seed,  are  promised 
to  him.  But  it  is  at  the  same  time  evident,  that  both 
he  and  his  two  immediate  descendants  were  to  per- 
form, in  their  lifetime,  a  work  very  closely  connected 
with  the  entire  design.  They  were  not  7nere  deposi- 
taries or  channels  of  promises.  On  the  contrary,  it  is 
manifest,  from  the  subsequent  history,  that  the  whole 
fortunes  of  the  race  were  suspended  on  a  course  of 
faithful  action  on  their  part.  Had  they  failed  in  that 
course  of  action,  the  Divine  purpose  would,  humanly 
speaking,  have  been  frustrated.  It  was  because  they 
pleased  God  by  performing  the  task  assigned  to  them, 
that  their  posterity  enjoyed  the  Divine  favour.  And 
if  we  enquire  what  theii*  assigned  work  was,  we  may 
best  gather  it  by  observing  what  were  the  instructions 
given  them,  and  what  the  tenor  of  their  actions,  so  far 
as  they  diff'ered  from  those  of  other  men. 

Their  instructions  then  were,   (1.)   (as  we  gather 
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from  a  subsequent  commendation'^  of  one  of  them), 
to  observe  the  holy  rules  of  obedience  which  are  the 
bounden  duty  of  all  men,  including,  be  it  observed, 
all  the  customary  sacrificial  service  and  worship' :  and 
(2.)  to  "  dwell  in  the  land."  This  is  the  jjcculiai-  com- 
mand, and  they  are  commended  for  keeping  it^ ;  while 
every  departure  from  it  is  more  or  less  marked  with 
the  Divine  displeasure.  But  what  sort  of  dwelling 
was  it  to  be?  Was  it  to  be  merely  one  of  holiness 
and  duty,  of  faithful  expectation  of  future  benefits  ? 
Not  so.  On  turning  to  the  recorded  lives  of  these 
patriarchs  we  are  able  to  fill  up  this  general  outline  of 
duty  with  a  distinctive  and  special  work ;  and  we 
thus  obtain  a  greatly  enlarged  and  corrected  concep- 
tion of  the  function  assigned  to  them.  No  sooner 
does  Abram  enter  the  land,  than  God  appears  to  him 
at  Sichem ;  and  there  he  builds  an  altar.  Now  this 
Presence  and  this  sacrificial  action  recur,  as  is  well 
known,  frequently  in  the  patriarchal  history.  And 
with  a  few  exceptions*,  easily  accounted  for,  these 
instances  are  strictly  confined,  so  far  as  we  are  in- 

1  Gen.  xviii.  19:  "For  I  know  him,  that  he  will  command  his  chil- 
dren to  keep  the  ways  of  tlie  Lord ;"  xxvi.  5,  "  Because  Abraham  kept 
My  commandments,  My  statutes,  and  My  laws." 

'  It  will  be  shewn  hereafter  that  "  statutes"  (see  note  q)  always  mean 
religious  and  sacrificial  rules ;  as  Abarbanel  notices,  in  loc. 

'  Gen.  xii.  1,  xxvi.  2,  3 ;  Heb.  xi.  9. 

'  In  Gen.  xxxi.  3,  God  appears  to  Jacob  in  Padan  Aram ;  but  it  is  for 
the  puqinse  of  commanding  him  to  return  to  tlie  promised  land.  And 
in  ver.  Si  ho  offers  a  sacrifice  on  tlie  eve  of  re-entering  that  land.  These 
are  hardly  exceptions  to  the  law  laid  down  in  tlie  text.  In  Gen.  xlvi. 
1 — 4,  Jacob,  on  the  eve  of  going  down  into  Egypt,  oilers  sacrifices,  niani- 
fcbtly  in  token  of  farewell  to  the  God  of  his  father  Isaac;  God  promises 
indeed  to  go  down  with  liim,  but  in  terms  that  intimate  that  the  old 
blessings  were  in  some  abeyance  at  least  until  He  should  "bring  him  up 
again."  Nor,  accordingly,  do  wc  read  of  any  vision  of  God  before  Moses. 
On  the  sojourn  of  Abraham  and  Isaac  in  Gerar,  see  below. 

H    2 


100  Tlir.   IMUNCll'LES   01'    DIVl.NK  SKUVIUK.       fcilAi'.  I. 

I'onucd,  to  the  promised  Land.  They  occur,  at  tlie 
same  time,  at  various  spots  within  it :  and  the  sites 
thus  chosen,  and  carefully  recorded,  seem  designedly 
to  embrace  the  length  and  the  narrow  breadth  of  the 
land ;  extending  from  Northern  Sichem  to  a  site 
"  having  Bethel  on  the  West  and  Ilai  on  the  East," 
and  on  to  Southern  Mamre  and  Beersheba.  Nor  was 
this  accidental :  it  w-as  a  part  of  God's  design,  as  we 
are  elsewhere  assured,  thus  "  to  lead  Abraham  through- 
out all  the  land  of  Canaan:"  he  was  to  "arise  and 
walk  through  the  land  in  the  length  of  it  and  the 
breadth  of  it\" 

But  further,  there  is  every  reason  for  believing  tliat 
the  sacrificial  service,  thus  set  on  foot  at  various  points 
within  the  land,  continued  to  be  offered,  at  one  or 
other  of  them,  in  all  but  unbroken  sequence,  during 
the  whole  period  of  215  years,  until  the  going  down 
into  Egypt.  For  at  the  spots  thus  designated,  and  at 
these  alone  within  the  land,  judging  by  the  record,  did 
the  patriarchs  reside^.  It  is  difficult  to  conceive  that 
this  can  have  been  for  any  other  purpose  than  that  of 
frequent,  and  all  but  uninterrupted,  sacrifee. 

And  the  correlative  on  God's  part  to  all  this  sacri- 
ficial action  was  no  other  than  a  large  measure  of 
His  Presence,  and  of  frequent  vision  of  Him,  vouch- 
safed personally  to  the  patriarchs,  and  locally  to  the 
land,  beyond  the  experience  of  the  rest  of  the  world. 
Ko  less  than  twelve  appearances  of  God  personally,  or 

"  Josli.  xxiv.  3;  Gen.  xiii.  17. 

*  Abraham  lived  thirty  years  at  Manu'e,  seventy-five  at  Beersheba ; 
Isaac  during  liis  whole  life  of  ISO  years  (it  seems)  at  Beersheba  and 
Mamre,  (Gen.  xxii.  19,  xxvi.  33,  xxxv.  27,  28,)  except  a  stay  of  uncer- 
tain duration,  and  outside  the  proper  limits  of  the  land,  at  Beer-lahai- 
roi  and  Gerar;  Jacob  thirty -three  years  at  Shechem,  with  a  passing 
sojourn  at  Bethel,  (xxxiv  18,  20,  xxxv.  1,  7,  27). 
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by  His  angels,  are  recorded ;  generally  in  close  con- 
nection with  sacrifices  or  the  sacrificial  sites,  though 
at  other  times  overflowing  these  limits  :  as  at  Sichem, 
Bethel,  Mamre,  Beersheba,  Moriah,  and  at  Maha- 
naim  and  Fennel  beyond  Jordan.  And  there  is  pre- 
sumptive proof,  as  we  shall  see  presently,  that  this 
Presence,  at  least  in  the  latter  part  of  the  period,  was 
a  constant  one. 

Now   what    may  we   reverently  conceive  to   have 
been  the  Divine  purpose  in  ordaining  this  sacrificial 
service,  thus  continuous,  thus  confined  to  the  chosen 
land,  and  yet,  within  that  land,  thus  miyratory ;  and 
in  vouchsafing  this  corresponding  Presence  and  Vision  ? 
First,  as  regards  the  persons,   it  was   doubtless  de- 
signed to  maintain  them  in  a  high  degree  of  sanctify- 
ing access  to  God ;  thus  fitting  them  by  a  real  con- 
secration, and  by  the  exercise  of  an  exalted  measure 
of  faith  and  obedience,  to  be  the  first  fathers  of  the 
promised  seed,  virtually  carrying  in  themselves,  and 
presenting  with  acceptance  before  God,  a  holy  nation 
yet  unborn.     The  patriarchs  thus  supplied  the  duly 
sanctified    bodily   element    of   that    mystical    sphere, 
which    God   was  wonderfully  preparing    for   the   in- 
grafting of  the  members  of  His  earlier  and  typical 
Church.     They,  taken  collectively,  were  to  the  race 
then  originating,  what  Christ  singly  was  to  be  to  the 
whole  race   of  man,   or  to   His   Church, — a  Second 
1     Adam.    Separated  from  the  mass  of  humanity,  purged 
!     and  sanctified  ol)jectively  by  sacrificial  operation,  and 
,     inwardly  by  faith,  and  by  the  exercise  of  an  obedient 
;     will,  they  were  by  grace  fitted   to  become,  what  by 
I    nature  they  were  not,  a  Head  and  Origin  to  a  sancti- 
I    ficd  people.     And  again,  as  regards  the  Land.     Ilciir- 
l    ing  ill    mind,  on   the  one  hand,   the  real  withdrawal 
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from  llic  earth,  at  the  Fall,  of  the  original  measure  of 
Cod's  sanctifying  Presence;  and,  on  the  other,  the 
functions  assigned  to  sacrifice  in  recalling  that  Pre- 
sence :  we  can  be  under  no  doubt  as  to  what  was  the 
purpose  of  those  long  years  of  sacrifice,  pervading 
every  part  of  the  chosen  territory.  It  was  to  cleanse 
and  re-consecrate  by  the  old  methods — shedding  of 
blood,  and  offering  up  of  the  bodies  of  animals,  and 
of  fruits  of  the  earth, — and  by  a  peculiarly  abundant 
measure  of  them,  the  land  wherein  God  designed  to 
dwell  with  His  people.  Another  Paradise,  say  rather 
an  outer  court  of  Heaven  itself,  had  to  be  cleansed 
and  prepared ;  and  this  was  the  method  of  preparing 
it.  And  the  frec[uent  and  familiar  appearances  of 
God  within  it,  most  like  to  those  of  Paradise,  joined 
to  various  indications  which  we  possess  of  an  abiding 
Presence,  real  though  unseen,  testify  that  the  purifying 
work  was  done  effectually.  Thus  it  is  worthy  of 
remark,  that  though  the  personal  faith  of  Jacob  shone 
out  far  less  signally  than  did  that  of  Abraham  and 
Isaac, — his  history  presenting  nothing  parallel  to  their 
amazing  act  of  joint  obedience  on  Mount  Moriah, — 
yet  the  plenitude  of  God's  Presence  in  the  land,  as 
indicated  by  that  of  His  attendant  Hosts,  reached  its 
highest  degree  in  the  time  of  Jacob.  To  him  alone 
is  vouchsafed  the  sight  of  the  angels  of  God  ascend- 
ing, and  descending,  as  if  on  familiar  errands,  upon 
the  land  ^  and  of  "  the  Lord  standing  above,"  as  if 
watching  continually  over  it.  He  gathered  (no  doubt 
rightly)  from  that  vision,  not  that  God's  Presence,  or 

^  Gen.  xxviii.  12,  13.  The  connection  of  the  Divine  and  angelic 
Presence  with  the  land  seems  plainly  implied  in  the  narrative:  "A 
ladder  was  set  up  on  the  earth  and  reached  to  Heaven  ;"  and  the  promise 
was,  "  The  earth  (erets)  whereon  thou  liest  will  I  give  to  thee." 
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that  of  His  angels,  was  there  shewn  him  only  to  be 
withdrawn,  nor  that  what  he  had  then  seen  was 
a  mere  vision  ;  but  that  the  spot  and  the  entire  land 
was  "none  other  but  the  House  of  God,  and  the  Gate 
of  Heaven."  And  we  may  most  reasonably  attribute 
this  permanent  inhabitation  of  the  land  by  God  to 
the  now  completed  dedication  of  it  by  the  first  two 
patriarchs,  specially  by  the  sacrifice  of  Isaac :  as  is 
perhaps  implied  in  the  words,  "  I  am  the  God  of 
Abraham  thy  father,  and  the  God  of  Isaac;  the  land 
whereon  thou  liest,  to  thee  will  1  give  it."  Nor,  as 
it  should  seem,  did  this  Presence  ever  after  cease  to 
dwell  in  the  land.  On  Jacob's  return  from  exile,  the 
hosts  of  God's  angels  are  found  awaiting  him  as  soon  as 
he  reached  the  border  of  it.  And  Moses  assured  the 
Israelites'  in  the  wilderness  that  "the  eyes  of  the 
Lord  God  were  always  upon  it  ^"  So  that  not  even 
its  defilement  by  the  guilty  nations  of  Canaan  had 
been  able  to  outwear  the  impress  of  its  sanctification, 
or  to  drive  forth  the  peculiar  Presence  from  it. 

It  may  further  be  remarked,  as  strongly  corro- 
borating the  view  here  taken  of  the  patriarchal  migra- 
tions and  worship,  that,  on  the  re-occupation  of  the  land 
by  the  nation,  there  ensued  a  perfectly  parallel  series 
of  removals  of  the  Divine  Presence  and  attendant 
services  from  place  to  place:  thus  purging,  we  may 
conceive,  the  iniquity  that  had  accrued  in  the  in- 
terval. First  through  the  whole  region  beyond  .Ionian, 
and  then  on  the  hither  side,  did  the  ark  accompany 
the  host.  Afterwards  it  abode  in  successive  resting- 
places  at  Shechem,  (or  Sichem,)  at  Shiioh,  at  various 

'  Deut.  xi.  12. 

•  Comp.   1  Kinf,'s    ix.    .3,   wliorr.   Iliis   pxprrssion   is  dcrlnrcd   t<j  bo 

cruiivalcnt  to  God's  "  i-utling  His  Name,"  or  dwelling  Hhtc. 
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places  in  Jiulali,  resting  ultimately  on  Mount  Moriali : 
a  course  wonderfully  coincident  with  that  of  the  mi- 
gratory sacrifices  of  the  patriarchs;  Sichem  having 
been  the  first  and  ]\Ioriah  the  last  site  thus  dedicated 
by  Abraham.  Nor,  as  may  reverently  be  remarked, 
was  it  probably  without  significance,  and  a  Divine 
intent,  that  our  Lord  Himself,  in  His  personal  minis- 
try, pervaded  and  sanctified  by  His  glorious  Presence 
the  whole  land,  ere  by  His  Sacrifice  of  Himself  on 
that  very  j\Ioriah  where  Abraham  ended  his  sacri- 
ficial work.  He  finally  re-consecrated  both  that  and 
the  whole  earth  as  a  local  habitation  for  the  Church 
and  for  His  abiding  Presence  therein.  It  is  surely 
most  remarkable  that  beginning,  like  Abraham  and 
Joshua,  from  Shechem  (Sychar),  and  reverting  whilst 
there  ^  to  the  ancient  religious  memories  of  the  place, 
"  the  worshipping  of  the  fathers  in  that  mountain," 
He  proclaimed  the  impending  abolition  of  local  prefer- 
ences by  the  inhabitation  of  One  Spirit  in  the  Church  : 
and  thereafter  took  His  course  first  through  Galilee, 
or  the  northern  region,  on  both  sides  of  Jordan,  then 
through  Samaria,  and  finally  "  throughout  all  Jewry," 
(or  Judaea,)  ending  at  Jerusalem. 

2.  But  we  shall  more  distinctly  perceive  the  nature 
of  the  consecrative  or  dedicatory  work  thus  assigned 
to  the  patriarchs,  and  the  parallel  between  it  and 
certain  august  features  of  Christianity,  if  we  examine 
briefly  that  most  stupendous  transaction,  the  off'ering 
up  of  Isaac  by  Abraham.  That  this  was  the  culmi- 
nating act  of  patriarchal  obedience  and  faith,  and  of 
all  human  faith  whatsoever  until  the  coming  of  Christ, 
is  manifest.  But  it  has  not  been  sufficiently  borne 
m  mind,  that  it  was  not  merely  an  act  of  obedience, 

''  St.  John  iv.  5.    Ellicott  maps  out  the  Ministry  similarly,  Life,  p.  199. 
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a  readiness  to  do  anything  whatsoever  at  the  Divine 
command;  but  also,  by  the  very  tenor  of  the  com- 
mand,  an  expression  of  most  entire  behef  in  the  effi- 
cacy and  acceptableness  of  divinely-ordained  Sacri- 
fee.  "  Take  now  thy  son,  ....  and  offer  him  for 
a  burnt-offering."  The  exact  point  on  which  his  faith 
was  tried,  was  whether  he  truly  believed  that,  even 
Godward,  "  it  is  more  blessed  to  give  than  to  re- 
ceive :"  and  that  that  which  is  given  to  God  in  a 
sacrificial  icay  is  not  lost,  but  accepted  and  glorified, 
reaches  then  its  ordained  perfection,  and  will  as- 
suredly work  some  great  purpose  in  the  counsels 
of  God.  It  was  as  a  sacrificing  person,  and  not  only, 
however  awfully,  as  a  father,  that  he  was  tried. 

What  effects  would  follow  from  so  implicit  an  act 
of  sacrificial  faith  and  duty,  he  was  probably  ignorant, 
though  he  could  not  doubt  that  it  would  have  its 
exceeding  great  reward.  And  surely  it  sanctified 
him  to  a  great  religious  lieadship.  The  yielding 
up  of  Isaac's  life  by  father  and  son,  joined  to  the 
actual  shedding  of  the  blood,  and  offering  up  of  the 
body,  of  a  victim,  divinely  provided  by  God  in  his 
stead,  and  as  an  equivalent  for  him,  constituted  this 
a  true  and  proper  sacrifice.  And  if  so,  it  was  neces- 
sarily also  a  most  powerful  and  efficacious  one.  Some 
great  purpose  connected  with  the  economy  was  no 
doubt  answered  by  the  sacrifice,  as  a  sacrifice,  l)e- 
sides  its  purpose  as  trial  of  the  faith  of  Abraham. 
And  following  the  line  of  thought  along  which  wc; 
have  been  led  hitherto;  observing  that  this  was  the 
latest  of  those  sacrifices  by  which  new  sacrificial  sites 
were  marked  out  within  the  land,  as  well  as  I  lie 
latest  on  record  as  performed  by  Abrah.mi, — we  gather 
assuredly  that  it  crowned  and   eompleled    llie   saneli- 
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fication  and  adaptation  of  Abraham  and  Isaac,  as 
well  as  of  the  laud,  for  their  allotted  part  in  the 
economy^  "  By  Myself  have  I  sworn,  saith  the  Lord, 
for  because  thou  hast  done  this  thing," — wrought 
this  great  sacrificial  work  of  faith  ;  hast  given  unto 
]\le,  in  My  ordained  and  all-prevailing  Avay  of  sacri- 
fice, this  gift  of  gifts, — "  and  hast  not  withheld  thy  son, 
thine  only  son,  from  Me,  that  in  blessing  I  will  bless 
thee,  and  in  thy  seed  shall  all  the  earth  be  blessed." 

Is  it  not  manifest,  then,  that  the  acceptableness 
and  privileged  estate,  realized  by  the  chosen  nation 
in  after  ages,  rested  not  merely  on  the  faith  of  Abra- 
ham and  the  other  two  patriarchs,  viewed  as  an 
isolated  quality  residing  in  them,  but  on  the  par- 
ticular faith  exhibited  by  them  in  sacrificial  actions : 
and,  ultimately  and  properly,  on  a  sacrifice  wondrously 
parallel  to  That  on  which  the  acceptableness  and 
exalted  state  of  the  Christian  Church  rests  at  this 
hour?  The  august  and  awful  sacrifice  of  Isaac,  and 
of  the  ram  accepted  in  his  stead,  doubtless  gathered 
into  it  and  superseded  all  the  powers  for  sanctifica- 
tion  heretofore  exercised  by  less  noble  offerings ; 
exactly  as  the  Sacrifice  of  Christ  gathered  into  it, 
at  the  same  time  that  it  infinitely  transcended,  ,all 
sacrificial  powers  committed  to  inferior  agencies  here- 
tofore.    It  thus  remained  the  one  stupendous  sacri- 

•=  Various  attempts  have  been  made  to  assign  an  adequate  reason  for 
the  sacrifice  of  Isaac ;  but  as  they  all  fail  to  recognise  it  in  its  sacri- 
ficial capacity,  and  view  it  merely  as  an  act  of  obedience,  or  as  a  shadoAV 
of  the  Sacrifice  of  the  Death  of  Christ,  they  are  necessarily  defective 
and  incon-ect.  Dr.  Thomas  Jackson  sees  ia  it  a  design  of  God  to  elicit 
from  Abraham  his  consent  that  He  shoiild  take  of  liis  seed  for  the 
future  Atoniag  Sacrifice.  (Comment,  on  Creed,  Bk.  viii.  30.  3.)  Kurtz 
(vol.  i.  p.  205J  tliinks  it  was  ordained  in  order  that  Abraham  might  thus 
yield  up  his  son  to  covenant  purposes,  by  willing  away  his  uatural  in- 
terest in  him.     Tliis  is  true,  but  falls  short  of  the  full  truth. 
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ficial  memory  of  the  favoured  people.  "  By  IMyself 
have  I  sworn,  saith  the  Lord, /or  hecmise  iliou  hast 
done  this  thm(/"  w^as  henceforth  the  preamble  to  the 
whole  Charter  of  Israelitish  privilege.  The  faith  of 
Israel,  (probably  of  the  patriarch  Israel  himself,  cer- 
tainly that  of  the  nation,)  looked  back  henceforth,  as 
one  main  aspect  of  it,  to  that  event  of  highest  sacri- 
ficial power; — that  wondrous  summary  and  epitome 
of  the  faith  and  obedience  of  their  fathers  :  of  course 
without  prejudice  to  its  looking  on  to  a  better  Sacri- 
fice than  that  of  Isaac.  This  is  remarkably  recog- 
nised in  the  forms  of  worship,  doubtless  of  very  great 
antiquity,  now  used  in  the  Jewish  Synagogue.  The 
ofl:ering  up  of  Isaac  is  there  continually  urged  as 
a  plea.  Thus  in  their  Service  for  New  Year's  Day, 
they  profess  that  "  they  depend  on  him  -  who  was 
bound  as  a  lamh ,-"  and,  again,  "  Look  Thou  atten- 
tively upon  the  ashes  of  Isaac  heaped  up  tipon  the 
altar ;'  (so  entire  was  their  identification  of  Isaac 
with  the  lamb ;)  "  and  remember  this  day  %nito  his 
seed  his  being  bound  upon  the  altar''."  To  this 
also  we  may  with  all  but  certainty  refer  the  Divine 
selection  of  a  lamb  in  after  ages  as  the  one  all -pre- 
vailing sacrifice  for  the  nation  both  in  the  Passover 
and  in  the  Daily  Sacrifice ^  This  can  scarcely  be 
devoid  of  reference  no  less  to  Isaac  who  went  before, 
than  to  Christ  who  was  to  follow. 

And  marvellously  indeed  was  that  transaction  fitted, 
as  we  perceive  the  more  closely  we  examine  it,  thus  to 
take  up  a  position  corresponding  to  the  Sacrifice  of 
Christ.     Eor  1.  it  was,  in  a  most  true  sense,  a  human 

"  New  Year's  Day  Services,  in  Dr.  M^Caul's  "Old  Fat  lis,"  p  V-M . 
'  See  also  1   Sam.  viii.  9,  where,  ai  a  f^reat,  national  crisis,  Saiinicl 
took  a  sucking-lamb  and  offered  it  wholly  unto  llir  Lord. 
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Sacrifice.  A  holocaust  of  two  obedient  human  Wills 
Avas  oflfercd,  "  not  without  blood,"  on  that  altar,  and 
might  well  avail,  thus  accompanied,  to  dedicate  and 
sanctify  the  whole  body  of  the  Israelitish  Church.  In 
it  too  was  shadowed  forth  the  mystery  of  a  Risen,  as 
well  as  of  a  Slain  Sacrifice,  Abraham  "  receiving  Isaac 
in  a  figure,  from  the  dead."  Nor  only  so  :  the  agents 
in  it  imaged  forth  with  great  distinctness  the  Office  of 
the  First  Two  Persons  of  the  Holy  Trinity  in  the  work 
of  Redemption  ;  and  in  a  manner  that  of  the  Third  : 
for  we  behold  the  father  giving  his  son  to  die ;  the 
son  willingly  offering  himself;  and  both  concurring 
towards  this  great  end  in  a  perfect  unity  of  spirit. 

And  there  were  progressive  steps  leading  up  to  this 
work  of  complete  dedication  of  a  mystical  sphere  for 
the  ingrafting  and  abode  of  God's  elder  family,  even 
as  it  was  with  Christ.  Both  the  patriarchs  themselves 
and  the  land  proceeded  "  from  strength  to  strength" 
by  a  long  succession  of  sacrificial  actions,  culminating 
in  Mount  Moriah,  and  were  gradually  filled  and  pene- 
trated with  the  hallowing  Presence.  'Now  the  Incar- 
nate Word,  uniting  in  Himself  both  the  bodily  and 
the  local  element  of  the  mystical  sphere,  was  at  once  the 
True  Mystical  Body  or  Head,  and  the  true  Promised 
Land.  And  in  response  to  the  unceasing  and  con- 
tinually-renewed dedication  of  Himself,  and  offering 
of  His  voluntary  Will,  He  was  penetrated  more  and 
more,  as  touching  His  Manhood,  with  enlarged  mani- 
festations and  irradiations^  of  the  Indwelling  Godhead. 
Upon  Him,  as  upon  the  True  Land  of  Promise,  and 
the  True  Israel,  the  angels  of  God,  as  He  Himself 
makes  known  to  us,  "  ascended  and  descended^"  con- 

'  See  above,  Part  I.  cli.  ii.  p.  176. 

«  St.  Joliii  i.  51 :  comp.  St.  Matt.  iv.  11 ;  St.  Luke  xxu.  43. 
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tiniially ;  asceHcled  to  present  His  Offering  of  Him- 
self, descended  to  empower  His  Humanity  to  ever- 
fresh  functions  and  purposes  :  until  at  last,  by  His 
crowning  act  of  Obedience  and  Sacrifice,  His  Body 
reached  the  highest  point  of  dedication.  Then  it  was, 
namely  at  His  Death  and  Resurrection,  that,  being 
throughout  spiritualized,  that  Body  became  what,  in 
Its  natural  capacity,  when  born  of  the  Virgin  J\lary, 
it  had  not  been  :  a  sphere  and  home  for  the  indwell- 
ing of  spiritualized  men  ;  a  "  Body"  for  their  in- 
grafting;  a  "Land"  for  their  obedient  walking  in. 
This  twofold  conception  of  Christ,  considered  in  His 
mystical  capacity,  is  distinctly  recognised  in  St.  Paul's 
Epistles.  Christian  men  are  not  only  engrafted  into 
Him  as  a  "  Body,"  or  built  into  Him  as  a  Temple, 
and  so  bound  to  "  grow,"  and  to  "  dwell,"  and  "  be 
edified  or  built  up  in  Him  ;"  He  is  also  given  to  them 
as  a  larger  sphere,  co-extensive  with  the  whole  action 
and  conversation  of  their  common  life.  "  As  they  have 
received  Christ  Jesus  the  Lord,  so  are  they  to  icullc 
in  Him^." 

And  as  the  joint  function  of  Abraham  and  Isaac 
was  thus,  with  reverence  be  it  said,  parallel '  to  that 
of  the  Father  and  of  the  Incarnate  Word,  when  dedi- 
cating His  Body  to  mystical  J  ends  by  the  continual 
action  of  a  perfectly  obedient  Will;  so  was  there 
assigned  to  the  third  patriarch,  Jacob,  the  i)racti('al 

"  Col.  ii.  6.  Compare  Ellicott,  in  loc. :  "Christ  is  not  here  rri.irscnlrd 
as  an  bZls,  ('Way,')  but  as  an  ensplieriug  LebeiC s-Elemenl  by  whieli  the 
■KfpvKo.Tiiv,  i.e.  life  in  all  its  principles  and  developments,  was  to  lie  cir- 
cumscribed." So  Gal.  V.  25  :  "  If  we  Uvc  in  the  Spirit,  let  us  also  walk 
ill  the  Spirit :"  where  the  whole  round  of  Christian  duties  is  urf,'ed. 

'  So  Dr.  Thos.  Jackson  (Creed,  viii.  30)  draws  out  at  leiifjth  a  parallel 
between  Abraham  and  God  the  I'ather,  and  between  Isaac  and  CiiriM. 

J  "  Our  Lord  spake  of  lli.s  Deatli  as  the  occaiiion  of  the  dcveln| 'iit 

of  His  mystical  Body."     Sermons  by  Kev.  T.  T.  Carter,  p.  51.     1  s<12. 
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ronsuniniation  of  the  imitative  or  typical  Economy; — 
a  function  corresponding  to  that  of  the  Holy  Ghost  in 
tlie  Ciiristian  Chnrch.  The  sphere  for  the  abode  of 
the  privileged  race  was  now  ready.  Within  the  land 
thns  dnly  sanctified,  as  many  as  were,  by  birth  or 
adoption,  of  the  seed  of  Abraham  and  Isaac^  and  were 
also  duly  admitted,  by  an  ordained  rite  of  purification 
(viz.  circumcision),  into  the  mystical  sphere  hallowed 
by  their  actions,  were  to  enjoy  all  the  benefits  of  the 
dispensation.  And  Jacob  was  the  ordained  instru- 
ment of  their  introduction  into  it.  In  the  person  of 
his  twelve  sons,  the  mystical  sphere  received  its  des- 
tined inhabitants ; — members  of  the  body,  inheritors 
of  the  land  : — a  first-fruits,  carrying  in  them  all  those 
who  should  come  after.  In  their  obedient  service,  so 
long  as  it  was  obedient  \  the  great  mystery  of  the 
typical  Church  was,  in  outline,  fulfilled"".     Looking 

■'  Rom.  ix.  7  :  "In  Isaac  shall  thy  seed  be  called." 

'  It  is  deeply  interesting  to  observe  that  the  first  seven  years  (see 
dates  in  our  margin,  Gen.  xxxiii.,  xxxiv.)  of  the  abode  of  Jacob  and 
his  family  hi  Canaan,  after  his  return  to  his  settlement  at  Sichem, 
seem  to  have  been  passed  by  them  (since  we  have  no  record  to  the  con- 
trary) in  dutiful  and  peaceful  discharge  of  covenant  duties,  and  reception 
of  covenanted  blessings.  At  the  close  of  this  period  idolatry  crept  in. 
Gen.  xx-xv.  2.  Observe  also  that  Jacob  and  his  family  imitate  very  closely 
the  migrations  of  Abraham  and  Isaac,  beginning  at  Sichem,  Bethel, 
Mamre,  (Gen.  xxxv.  1 — 27,)  and  ending  at  Beersheba.  The  members 
of  the  mystical  body,  gtiided  by  the  Spirit,  follow  the  course  of  their 
head. 

"  It  is  remarkable  that  whereas  Abraham  had  no  inheritance  given 
him  beyond  a  burying-place  in  the  land,  "  no,  not  so  much  as  to  set  his 
foot  upon,"  (Acts  vii.  5.)  Jacob  purchased  a  parcel  of  land  and  be- 
queathed it  to  Joseph,  (Gen.  xxxiii.  19 ;  St.  John  iv.  5,)  thus  reahzing 
on  a  small  scale  actual  fruition  of  the  land.  And  it  was  in  that  parcel 
of  land,  as  has  been  already  observed  (p.  104),  that  our  Lord  opened  His 
Mission  to  the  world :  thus  linking  on  the  beginning  of  the  New  Economy 
to  the  most  germmal  stage  of  the  Old.  Observe  also,  that  care  was  taken 
that  the  twelve  patriarchs,  no  less  than  their  three  great  progenitors, 
should  be  buried  in  the  land,  (Acts  vii.  16)  ;  no  doubt  in  order  that  in 
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back,  as  we  can  hardly  doubt,  to  the  one  great  sacri- 
fice by  which  they  had  been  presented  acceptably  to 
God,  and  installed  in  their  present  and  future  privi- 
leges ; — keeping  up,  it  may  be,  a  continual  memorial 
of  that  sacrifice  by  the  offering  of  a  sabbatic  lamb,  and 
from  time  to  time  holding  eucharistic  participation  in 
it  by  peace-ofFerings ; — dwelling  in  a  mysterious  Pre- 
sence, and  duly  offering  and  dedicating  themselves  in 
it,  and  receiving  present  and  prospective  benefits  in 
body  and  spirit ;  they  would  image  forth  on  a  minute 
scale,  but  with  marvellous  fidelity,  the  leading  features 
of  the  Gospel  Economy.  Such  was  the  glorious  and 
happy  position  assigned  to  the  twelve  sons  of  Jacob, 
And  accordingly  the  nation  were  ever  after  called  "  chil- 
dren of  Israel,"  rather  than  of  Abraham  or  Isaac  ;  just 
as  members  of  Christ's  Church  are  not  said  to  be  born 
again  of  Christ,  but  "  of  the  Holy  Ghost." 

Nor  did  this  remarkable  trine  provision  fail  to  im- 
press a  Trinitarian  character  on  the  theological  con- 
ceptions and  nomenclature  of  the  nation.  The  three- 
fold title  of  the  God  of  the  race  — "The  God  of 
Abraham,  the  God  of  Isaac,  and  the  God  of  Jacob" — 
could  not  but  recal  the  memories  of  the  great  father, 
the  obedient  son,  and  the  faithful  accomplisiier  of  the 
divine  purposes,  to  whom  they  owed  their  position. 
The  threefold  work  of  God  for  man,  in  creation,  re- 
demption, and  sanctification,  and  in  some  sort  His 
threefold  Personality,  as  reflected  in  this  lower  scale 
of  things,  became  conceptions  familiar  to  the  mind  ol 
Israel ;  and  thus  doubtless  contributed,  far  more  (liau 
they  were  aware  of,  to  the  reception  of  those  mys- 
teries under  the  Gospel.      And  here  again  wc  observe 

them,  mysticully  and  imijlicitly,  tlio  whole  race  shoulil  there  await  the 
resurrection. 
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tliat  in  tlie  Jewish  Oftices,  already  referred  to,  language 
\vt)iiderfu]ly  parallel  to  that  of  Christian  faith  is  lis d 
continually.  As  God  had  promised  that  He  would 
remember  the  covenant  with  the  patriarchs,  so  have 
their  posterity  ever  pleaded,  with  much  particularity, 
(if  we  may  trust  to  the  antiquity  of  these  forms,)  the 
wondrous  achievements  of  faith  in  old  time.  "  Re- 
gard the  merits  of  the  first  ancestors ;  justify  through 
their  righteousness  those  who  hope  in  Thee ;" — "  They 
depend  on  the  righteousness  of  the  first  patriarch,  and 
rest  in  the  merits  of  the  only  peculiar  so?i  (Isaac),  and 
are  secure  in  the  perfect  rectitude  of  the  father  of  the 
nation  (Jacob)."  As  these  pleadings  properly  had 
reference  only  to  the  benefits  of  that  dispensation,  and 
in  no  way  trenched  upon  the  exclusive  merits  of 
Christ  as  the  ground  of  eternal  salvation,  it  does  not 
appear  but  that  they  might  innocently  be  employed. 
They  are  only  adduced  here  as  proof  that  the  paral- 
lels, to  which  attention  has  now  been  drawn,  were  not 
without  their  effect  in  shaping  the  religious  mind  of 
the  Jewish  nation. 

SECTION  VI. 

And  now,  to  human  view,  it  might  seem  that  the 
organization  of  the  typical  economy  was  complete, 
and  that  no  further  experience  would  be  needed  by 
the  subjects  of  it  to  qualify  them  for  the  reception  of 
the  Gospel  mysteries.  But  it  was  not  so.  The  pa- 
triarchal economy,  exquisitely  as  it  imaged  forth  the 
outline  of  the  Gospel  economy,  was  in  one  important 
respect  wanting  in  the  necessary  fulness  of  experience. 
For  it  was  not  out  of  the  depths  of  d.  j^ersonal  fall  that 
the  patriarchal  family  had  reached  their  exalted  reli- 
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gioiis  position.  Now  it  was  absolutely  necessary,  in 
order  that  the  phenomenon  of  Redemption  mifvht  he 
justly  mirrored  in  the  experience  of  the  race,  and  duly 
estimated  by  them,  that  such  a  fall  should  have  taken 
place  :  otherwise  their  experience  would  not  be  per- 
fectly parallel  to  that  of  mankind  at  large.  And  there 
were,  besides,  some  other  features  of  the  destined  eco- 
nomy which  required  to  be  copied  in  with  a  stronger 
and  bolder  hand,  ere  the  ordinary  mind  could  be  duly 
impressed  by  them.  The  service  due  to  God,  no  loss 
than  the  needs  of  man,  needed  to  be  drawn  out  on 
a  more  elaborate  plan,  if  the  print  of  heavenly  things 
was  to  stamp  itself  indelibly  on  the  consciousness  of 
the  selected  family.  The  patriarchal  service  possessed 
too  little  of  the  sensuous  and  visible, — it  was,  in  its 
grand  simplicity,  even  too  like  the  heavenly  pattern,  to 
work  the  requisite  convictions  and  impressions  on  the 
universal  mind  of  the  race.  Looking  at  its  simple 
sacrificial  service,  and  its  unenshrined  Presence, — 
a  Presence  for  the  most  part  felt  and  believed  in  ratlicr 
than  seen, — it  might  be  said  of  it,  as  of  tlic  reality 
ages  after,  "And  I  saw  no  temple  therein,  for  the 
Lord  God  Almighty  and  the  Lamb  were  the  Temple 
of  it,  .  .  .  for  the  glory  of  God  did  lighten  it,  and  I  ho 
Lamb  was  the  Light  thereof."  Lor  the  feebler  failii 
and  grosser  mind  of  those  who  came  after  the  iirst 
three,  something  more  tangible  and  more  arresting 
was  needed.  Lor  these  two  purposes,  then,  to  give  tlic 
race  experience  of  a  proper  Fall  and  Redemption,  and 
to  work  in  them  certain  strict  ha])its  of  service  to- 
wards God,  there  befel,  under  divine  ordering,  those 
two  great  correlatives,  the  going  down  into  Lgy|)^ 
and  the  Redemption  out  of  it ;  the  Egyptian  bondage, 
and  the  Mosaic  economy. 

I 
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Yet,  ere  tlmt  experience  should  have  place,  and  so 
tlic  imitative  dispensation  attain  perfection  in  every 
feature,  one  great  precaution  was  by  the  divine  Fore- 
sight perceived  to  be  necessary.  There  was  imminent 
danger  lest  the  copy  should  be  taken  for  the  reality : 
lest  so  august,  and,  as  far  as  it  went,  so  spiritual  and 
ennobling  a  system,  should  be  deemed  to  be  to  ever- 
lasting salvation.  It  was  therefore  ordained  that  at 
an  early  stage  of  the  patriarchal  period,  the  secondary 
and  ancillary  character  of  the  entire  economy  should 
be  unequivocally  declared.  The  corrective  for  any  such 
overweening  estimate  of  the  "weight  of  glory"  un- 
doubtedly laid  upon  the  Elder  Economy,  was  provided 
in  the  person  of  Melchisedek. 

Into  the  vexed  question  of  the  existence  and  functions 
of  that  exalted  and  mysterious  personage,  it  would  be 
beside  our  purpose  to  enter,  further  than  to  observe, 
that  it  was  plainly  given  him  to  express,  both  positively 
and  negatively,  the  true  relation  of  the  Israelitish  to 
the  Christian  Economy.  For,  1.  the  homage  paid 
him,  both  as  King  and  Priest,  by  Abraham  himself, 
declared,  in  the  most  positive  way,  that  all  manner  of 
kingdom  and  priesthood,  all  temporal  or  spiritual 
powers,  that  Abraham  might  carry  in  him,  for  himself 
or  his  posterity,  were  held  in  subordination  to  some 
greater  Kingdom  and  Priesthood  still.  It  was  sig- 
nificantly told  him,  that,  important  as  were  the  func- 
tions assigned  him,  he  w^as  only  part  of  a  larger  sys- 
tem. In  a  holy  city,  in  the  very  land  that  he  had 
a  commission  to  take  and  keep  possession  of,  w\as 
shewn  him  a  King  and  Priest  of  whom,  as  God's 
immediate  Vicegerent,  he  held  all  that  he  had  and 
was.  But  2.  the  account  given  of  this  personage  in 
Holy  Scripture  was  so  overruled  as  to  signify  to  later 
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fl'^e^,— negatively,  and  by  the  way  of  reticence, — when 
its  significance  should  be  pointed  out  by  the  Spirit, 
i\\Q  particular  points  in  which  the  future  and  arche- 
typal Economy  would,  by  reason  of  the  attributes  of 
its  High  Priest,  transcend  the  typical  one  committed 
to  Abraham  and  his  seed.  In  virtue  of  what  is  not 
said  of  him, — of  the  ordained  and  expressive  silence 
of  Scripture, — Melchisedek  comes  to  view  as  a  Priest 
before  whom  and  after  whom  there  was  none  else  of 
the  same  order  and  line.  In  this  sense,  he  issues 
forth  from  one  eternity  to  enter  into  another".  Being, 
as  far  as  the  Scripture  narrative  is  concerned,  "  with- 
out father,  without  mother,  without  descent,"  to  ac- 
count for  his  exalted  position  as  "  Priest  of  the  j\Iost 
High  God;"  "having  neither  beginning  of  days  nor 
end  of  life"  recorded,  and  thus  "  likened  unto  the 
Son  of  God;"  he  "  abideth,"  as  far  as  man's  knowledge 
extends,  "a  Priest  continually °."  lie  is  moreover,  by 
interpretation,  "  King  of  Righteousness  and  King  of 
Peace;"  and,  in  virtue  of  Abraham's  tribute  of  the 
spoils  of  war,  a  great  Conqueror.  He  imaged  forth 
therefore  a  Priesthood,  Sonship,  and  Kingdom,  tran- 
scending those  of  Abraham  and  his  seed  in  the  essen- 
tial and  all-important  characters  of  Eternity, — ew parte 
ante  et post, — Divinity,  and  everlasting  Salvation,  lie 
thus  carried  in  his  single  person  a  greater  numl)er  of 
the  more  lofty  and  nnnpproachal)le  characteristics  of 
the  promised  Deliverer  than  any  one  before  or  afler 

"  Comp.  Ebrard  on  Ileb.  vii.  p.  213:  "lie  comes  foiili  from  llio 
darkness  as  a  streak  of  light,  only  to  disappear  into  the  darkness  n^^ain." 

"  Siiiiihirly  Dean  Jackson  sums  up,  (Creed,  ix.  8):  "As  the  Rrcalncss 
and  hciglit  of  Melchiscdck's  ealliiig  serves  as  a  map  to  represent  the 
high  majesty  of  tlic  everlasting  jiricstliood,  so  the  nniissioii  of  his  gene- 
alogy is  an  emblem  or  shadow  of  the  infinite  dural  ion  or  eleruily  of  the 
Son  of  God." 

I  2 
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him.  As  siu'li  he  was  privik^ged  to  furnish  tlie  terms 
of  tliat  inconceivably  mysterious  address  of  the  Fatlier 
to  tlie  Son,  the  accents  of  which,  falhng  on  the  ear  of 
David,  were  indited  by  him  in  the  110th  Psalm '\  and 
constitute  it  perhaps  the  most  luminous  revelation  ever 
made  to  man  as  to  the  Person  and  Office  of  Christ. 
As  such,  too,  he  was  wonderfully  fitted  to  stand  at 
the  threshold  of  the  Abrahamic  and  Mosaic  economy, 
proclaiming  beforehand  its  transitory  and  subordinate 
character ;  and  to  be,  in  the  mouth  of  St.  Paul,  in  after 
ages,  the  most  irrefragable  proof  of  that  position. 

And  there  was  yet  one  point,  intimately  connected 
with  our  present  subject,  in  which  the  action  of  Mel- 
chisedek  presignified  the  character,  and  specially  the 
greater  simplicity,  of  the  archetypal  Economy.  His 
priesthood  was  indeed,  we  cannot  doubt,  like  that  of 
all  other  priests,  exercised  by  offering  up  slain  animals 
and  fruits  of  the  earth.  Otherwise,  as  plainly  appears 
from  our  previous  conclusions  as  to  sacrifice,  "  he  would 
not  have  been  a  priest  at  all."  But  it  was  ordained 
that,  on  this  particular  occasion,  the  animal  sacrifices 
should  sink  out  of  view ;  and  fruits  of  the  earth,  "  bread 

p  This  Is  manifesny  the  construction  of  Ps.  ex.  David  hears,  as  it 
•were,  the  sublime  address  of  the  Pather  (who  speaks  throiigJwul)  invest- 
ing the  Son  in  His  regal  aild  priestly  dignities,  as  the  reward  of  His 
Passion.  "  The  Lord  (Jehovah)  said"  in  my  hearing,  (comp.  Isa.  v.  9 ; 
Ezek.  ix.  5,)  "unto  my  Lord,  (Adonai,)  Sit  Thou,"  &c.  (Comp.  Ps. 
xlv.  6 ;  Hcb.  i.  8.)  And  it  is  the  history  of  Melchisedek,  not  only  as  priest 
but  as  king,  and  as  having  triumphed,  through  Abraham,  over  the  khigs 
of  the  earth,  and  received  their  homage,— that  furnishes  the  terms  of 
the  Divine  address.  The  2nd  Psalm  is  of  similar  construction,  except 
that  it  is  the  Son  that  speaks  throughout,  and  reports  the  address  of 
the  Father  to  Him,  (ver.  7,)  the  allusions  being  still,  as  it  appears,  to 
Melchisedek's  history.  (Comp.  e.g.  ver.  3  with  Gen.  xiv.  16  ;  vers.  2—10 
with  Gen.  xiv.  1—17.  This  subject  is  more  fully  worked  out  in  an  article 
entitled  "Jerusalem"  in  the  "Christian  Remembrancer,"  Oct.,  18i9. 
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and  wine,"  be  the  only  material  elements  that  should 
a])pear  in  the  transaction  ''.  And  thus  once  more,  the 
silence  of  Scripture  is  the  means  of  renderino-,  with 
marvellous  fidelity,  the  leading  difference  of  adminis- 
tration— as  before  the  difference  of  duration  and  dig- 
nity— between  the  two  Economies.  That  Melchiscdek, 
at  the  time  or  beforehand,  presented  the  "  bread  and 
wine"  sacrificially  to  God,  and  that  his  "blessing" 
was  connected  with  these  elements,  the  narrative  docs 
not  permit  us  to  doubt.  "  JMelchisedek  brought  forth 
bread  and  wine  :  and  (=  for)  he  was  the  priest  of  the 
Most  High  God.  And  he  blessed  him,  and  said, 
Blessed  be  Abram  of  the  Most  High  God :  .  .  .  and 
blessed  be  God,  which  hath  delivered  thine  enemies 
into  thine  hands."  This  is  surely  a  sacrificial  bless- 
ing, like  that  of  Aaron  when  offering  his  first  sacri- 
fice'". Doubtless  too  it  operated,  Godward  and  man- 
ward,  through  both  the  kinds  of  sacrifice  which  he  habi- 
tually offered,  (and  which  may  well  liave  been  going 
up  at  that  moment  from  the  altar  close  by,  at  Jeru- 
salem,) the  slain  victims  no  less  than  the  fruits  of 
the  earth  then  "  brought  forth."  But  in  virtue  of  the 
actual  exhibition  2ivvl  jjartici/jaliun  of  the  "  bread  ami 
wine"  only,  he  stands  forth  a  perfect  image  of  the 
manner  of  operation   of  Christ's   Priesthood,  and  of 

1  Tliis  is,  in  all  impoiiaiit  respects,  the  view  of  (he  ralhers:  the 
point  for  which  they  coutended  being  that  Melchisedck's  "  bread  and 
wine"  were  a  real  oflering  and  communion,  and  so  jjresignilied  tlic 
Eucliarist.  The  view  in  the  text,  that  he  also  offered  shiin  viclinis, 
(which  Eusebius  and  others  doubted,)  far  from  impairing  this  corn!, 
spondcnce,  completes  it,  and  indeed  is  necessary  to  it.  Tor  Christ's 
Eueharistic  offering  stood  in  avowed  relation  to  a  slain  Sacridec,  and 
conveyed  the  bcuelits  of  it.  See  passages  from  SS.  Athana.sius,  .)en)int\ 
Theodorct,  and  others,  in  tlie  Appendix,  to  Johnson's  "  Uidjlood.v  ^a'Ti-- 
ficc."  Also  the  Liturgy  of  S.  Marie,  and  tlic  Koman  Canon,  Supra 
quw,  &e.  '  -Lev.  ix.  22,  23. 
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the  Christian  Eucharist.  For  even  so,  at  the  great 
Institution,  two  tilings  only  were  exhibited,  the  Priest 
and  the  fruits  of  the  earth  ;  for  the  Victim,  though  pre- 
sent, and  declared  to  be  so,  ("  This  is  My  Body,  My 
Blood,")  was,  as  a  slain  Victim,  present  only  in  mys- 
tery, and  invisibly.  And  this  was  to  be  the  abiding 
law  of  the  Economy.  The  bodies  and  blood  of  slain 
animals  were  to  disappear,  being  superseded  by  the 
Body  and  Blood  of  Christ,  present  though  unseen,  and 
exhibited  continually  on  the  Heavenly  Altar  only  :  but 
the  other  material  elements  of  the  old  economy,  the 
Bread  and  Wine,  were  to  the  end  of  time  to  remain, 
mysteriously  identified  with  those  awful  Realities,  and 
endued  with  all  their  power  for  blessing  God  and 
beatifying  man. 

In  short,  there  was  exhibited  to  Abraham  on  this 
occasion,  in  a  truly  marvellous  manner,  the  outline  of 
the  Christian  Eucharist  in  its  every  feature :  namely. 
Consecration  by  Blessing  or  Giving  of  Thanks  ;  Bene- 
diction ;  Communion ;  Bread  and  Wine  identified  with 
a  slain  Victim  unseen ;  Gift,  Self-dedication,  Offer- 
tory; acknowledgment  of  King  and  Priest  in  One; 
special  subject  of  Praise,  as  at  the  Church's  festivals, 
and  in  her  Eucharistic  use  of  Scripture.  In  the  ac- 
tion of  Melchisedek,  the  ancient  system  of  sacrifice  is 
exhibited  to  us  not  only  purified  from  its  grosser  and 
animal  (or  bloody)  elements,  but  transfigured  into  the 
perfect  image  of  the  Pure  Oblation  of  the  Gospel  \ 

•  The  view  in  tlie  text  sufficiently  answers  tlie  question  why  St.  Paul 
does  not  mention  Melchisedek's  offering  of  the  bread  and  wine  among 
the  pomts  in  which  he  resembled  Christ.  Tor  he  was  only  concerned 
with  the  points  ia  which  that  priesthood  transcended  Aaron's ;  not  with 
the  mode  of  its  administration,  wliich  was  indeed,  except  as  viewed 
negatively,  a  far  less  distinct  type  of  Christ's  than  Aaron's  was.  See 
Johnson,  p.  12,  &c. 
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SECTION  Vll. 

This  Divine  precaution  duly  taken,  then,  and  the 
relations  of  the  Law  to  the  Gospel  thus  settled  by 
anticipation  for  ever,  the  great  Fall,  which  was  the  im- 
mediate cause  of  the  Mosaic  Law,  was  allowed  to  take 
place.  That  the  going  down  to  Egypt,  and  the  abode 
and  bondage  there,  constituted  a  Fall  in  the  strictest 
sense, — a  Fall  moral  and  spiritual  as  well  as  bodily, — 
will  appear  more  distinctly  hereafter.  But  it  is  much 
to  be  observed  that — so  accurate  is  its  correspondence 
to  the  Fall  of  humanity  at  large — it  took  place,  in  the 
first  instance,  in  those  who  collectively  were  as  a  head 
to  the  race,  —  Abraham,  Isaac,  and  Jacob.  Those 
whom  we  have  seen  bearing,  in  one  point  of  view,  and 
for  the  purposes  of  one  stage  of  the  economy,  the 
awful  image  of  the  Three  Persons  of  the  Holy  Trinity, 
have  now  to  be  viewed  as  taking,  towards  the  new  phase 
on  which  that  economy  was  entering,  a  more  humbling 
and  more  sorrowful  part.  As  we  may  so  say,  they 
are  now  seen  "  bearing  the  image  of  the  earthy,"  who 
"  had  borne,"  in  another  point  of  view,  "  the  image  of 
the  heavenly."  They  correspond  now  to  "  the  first 
Adam,  of  the  earth,  earthy,"  instead  of  to  "  the  Se- 
cond Adam,  the  Lord  from  Heaven." 

For  so  it  was,  that  the  possession  of  this  second 
Paradise  had  been  suspended  by  the  Framcr  of  it  on 
the  same  condition  as  that  of  the  first ;  and  that  con- 
dition had  been  broken.  A  single  conunaiuhucnt, 
as  we  have  seen,  had  been  given,  namely,  "  Dwell  in 
the  land."  To  depart  out  of  it  was  therefore  to  break 
the  conditions  on  which  it  was  held.  In  the  temp- 
tation to  do  so  lay  the  one  sore  trial  of  tlic  patriarclis' 
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faith  ;  and  undci'  that  trial  they  all  more  or  less  failed. 
They  whose  faith  in  other  respects  "  removed  moun- 
tains," and  who  rose  to  serene  heights  of  spmtual 
achievement  never  before  attained  by  man, — they 
could  not  endure  the  simple  prohibition  which  was 
tiie  condition  of  their  privileged  estate.  The  Tree 
of  knowledge  of  good  and  evil,  the  temptation  to 
make  trial  of  a  world  without,  stood,  for  them  also, 
liard  by  the  Tree  of  Life.  It  was  more  especially  in 
the  form  of  the  high  material  prosperity  and  civi- 
lization of  Egypt,  that  this  temptation  assailed  and 
overcame  them.  Abraham's  one  fault — duly  punished 
by  his  falling  into  the  snare  of  dissimulation,  and  by 
the  rebuke  of  man — was  his  going  down  into  Egypt ; 
as  afterwards  into  Gerar,  with  the  same  result.  And 
this  inclination  was  inherited  by  all  his  descendants. 
Isaac  evidently  desired  to  go  down  thither,  and  had 
reached  Gerar  on  his  way  *,  when  he  was  forbidden  by 
Gud  to  carry  out  his  intention  :  and  though  permitted 
to  sojourn  (not  dwell)  there,  felt  God's  displeasure  in 
the  same  way  as  Abraham  had  done.  In  either  case 
the  fear  of  famine  was  the  pretext ;  the  real  cause, 
mistrust  of  God's  guaranteed  preservation  within  the 
land,  joined,  probably,  to  vague  desires  of  temporal 
benefit.  Jacob  fied  earlier  in  life  to  Padan  Aram, 
through  mistrust  of  God's  protection  from  the  wrath 
of  man ;  and  there,  together  with  much  increase  of 
goods",  (as  in  the  case  of  his  fathers,)  saw  much 
sorrow.  The  subsequent  descent  into  Egypt  was,  like 
theirs,  immediately  through  fear  of  famine,  though 
complications  arising  out  of  past  sin  drew^  on  the 
catastrophe.    And  the  sum  is,  that  one  and  all,  fathers 

*  Geix.  xxvi.  2.  °  Gen.  xii.  IG,  xx.  16,  xxvi.  12—14,  xxx.  43. 

Compare  Caiu's  prosperity,  iv.  17;  aud  AVilliiims,  in  loc.,  p.  416. 
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and  children,  violated  the  condition  of  their  privileged 
estate,  and  by  their  own  act  cast  themselves  out  for 
the  time  from  the  pecuUar  Presence  of  God. 

We  are  thus  brought  to  the  great  Egyptian  epi- 
sode in  the  history  of  the  chosen  people.  It  is  of 
the  utmost  importance  to  our  purpose  that  we  should 
attain  to  a  just  estimate  of  that  entire  series  of  events. 

There  can  be  no  doubt,  then,  in  the  first  j)lace, 
that  the  Egyptian  sojourn  is  to  be  viewed  as  2^enal 
in  its  entire  extent,  and  not  merely  in  its  later  stage, 
when  its  character  as  such  was  more  pronounced  and 
more  severe.  By  the  very  law  of  the  Abrahaniic  dis- 
pensation, if  we  have  discerned  it  aright,  absence  '^ 
from  the  covenanted  land  was  of  necessity  a  serious 
])rivation  and  loss :  being  no  less  than  the  hiding  of 
the  covenanted  Eace  of  God ;  the  suspension  of  the 
proper  benefits,  temporal  and  spiritual,  of  the  dispen- 
sation. The  "  horror  of  great  darkness"  which  God 
caused  to  pass  over  the  spirit  of  Abraham,  at  the 
very  time  of  assuring  him,  in  a  most  solemn  and 
mysterious  manner,  of  the  future  possession  of  the 
land  ^  signified  the  shadow  and  eclipse  under  which 

»  So  Baumgarten  (Apostolic  History,  vol.  iii.  p.  131)  observes  that 
"in  the  view  of  Holy  Scripture  the  people  and  tlie  land  of  Israel  form 
one  entire  whole,  like  soul  and  body :  the  exile  of  Israel  can  therefore 
be  nothing  else  but  the  death  of  Israel." 

y  Gen.  XV.  13—17.  "  Tiic  '  horror  of  groat  darkness'  signified  the 
dismal  condition  of  Abram's  posterity  in  Egypt,  which  Gf)d  now  repre- 
sented to  him Tlie  going  down  of  the  sun  was  a  furtlicr  signili- 

cation  of  it."  Patrick,  in  loc.  The  significance  of  the  entire  trans- 
action woidd  seem  to  be  this.  The  divided  sacrificial  animals  repre- 
sented tlic  family  and  the  land,  (i.e.  the  entire  dispensation  still  prcscnled 
l)i>forc  God,  but  as  it  were  rent,  and  deprived  of  life;  sec  note  \): 
tiic  undivided  bird,  and  the  trance-like  sleep  and  darkness  failing  .iii 
Al)ram,  the  federal  ancestor,  the  su.ipemion,  only,  of  1  lie  covenant  favour. 
The  length  of  time  the  pieces  lay— probably  from  tlie  first  decline  of  tlio 
sun  at  3  r.M.  (the  subsecpient  time  of  evening  sacrifice,  and  of  killing  of 
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his  posterity  would  lie  until  four  liundred  years  from 
that  time  were  completed.  Accordingly,  though 
Jacob's  going  down  into  Egypt  was  not  unaccom- 
panied by  an  assurance,  (in  answer  to  his  farewell 
sacrifice  at  Beersheba^)  that  God  "would  go  down 
with  him,  and  make  of  him  a  great  nation ;'"  it  was 
still  represented  to  him  as  the  crowning  consolation, 
that  "  He  would  surely  bring  him  up  again."  And 
it  is  significant,  that  we  nowhere  read  of  any  altar 
built,  or  sacrifice  off'ered,  during  this  period.  There 
may  have  been  such;  since  we  can  hardly  conceive 
that  Jacob,  at  any  rate,  would  fail  still  to  acknow- 
ledge^ God  in  the  ancient  and  usual  vray,  though 
shut  out  from  His  full  covenanted  favour  as  the  God 
of  Israel ^. 

But  it  may  be  shewn,  that  the  spiritual  darkness, 
which  the  exile  itself  involved,  was  aggravated  by 
positive  departure,  and  that  too  at  some  early  period, 
from  the  fundamental  law  against  the  worship  of  any 
other  God ;  and  that  this,  in  fact,  was  the  immediate 
cause  of  the  long  duration  of  their  exile.     For  though 

the  paschal  lamb)  until  the  full  sunset  at  6  p.m.  (ver.  17 ;  comp.  Exod. 
xii,  6,  margin,  and  xxix.  39) — is  the  duration  of  the  exile ;  perhaps  an 
hour  for  each  century  or  generation.  (See  also  Kurtz's  observation  on 
the  animals,  each  three  years  old.)  But  Abram  di'ives  away  the  fowls 
from  the  carcases.  God  will  not  let  the  nation  be  destroyed  by  the 
powers  of  evil,  for  his  sake.  At  length,  at  the  darkest,  the  Glory  of 
God,  as  it  were  a  shining  lamp,  passes  between  and  cous\unes  the  pieces 
— a  token  of  His  acceptance  of  them  (S.  Aug.)  and  the  destruction  of 
their  enemies.  This  view  of  Abraham's  vision  is  also  adopted  and  well 
sustained  by  Kahsch,  ia  loo.  (Hist,  and  Grit.  Commentary  on  Genesis. 
1855.) 

*  Gen.  xlvi. 

»  So  Patrick,  in  Exod.  iii.  16 :  "They  had  no  doubt  a  form  of  reli- 
gion, though  we  read  nothing  of  it." 

•>  See  on  this  subject  Kurtz,  Old  Covenant,  p.  176.  He  concurs 
with  the  view  in  the  text. 
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the  sin  of  the  ten  brethren  against  Joseph  may  well 
account  for  the  exile's  lasting  during  their  lifetime  : 
after  the  death  of  all  that  generation,  it  is  natural  to 
suppose  that  a  speedy  return  would  have  been  vouch- 
safed, had  there  been  no  fresh  cause  for  detention. 
Still  less  can  we  account,  except  on  such  a  supposi- 
tion, for  the  fact  that  the  added  affliction  of  bondage, 
which  had  been  warded  off  from  the  guilty  generation, 
should  fall  on  their  posterity.     We  are  naturally  led, 
then,  to  suspect,  as  the  cause  of  this  prolongation  of 
the  exile,  some  unfaithfulness  towards  God  parallel  to 
that  which  afterward  prolonged  the  passage  through 
the  wilderness  by  nearly  forty  years.     And,  in  truth, 
we  have   direct  though  long-subsequent  evidence  of 
such  unfaithfulness ;  so  that  the  only  question  is  how 
soon  it  commenced.     Now,  not  to  speak  of  that  yet 
earlier  outbreak  of  idolatry*"  in  the  land  of  promise 
itself, — perhaps  of  brief  duration,  and  promptly  and 
severely  checked   by  the   calamities   at   Shcchem, — 
Joshua*^  distinctly  upbraids  the  nation  with  it.     And 
the  Prophet  Ezekiel^,  when  recounting  the  successive 
provocations  of  the  Israelites,  at  each  great  stage  of 
their  history,   expressly  reckons  first  in  order  their 
"defiling  themselves  with  the  idols  of  Egypt   after 
He  had  lifted  up  His  Hand  to  bring  them  out  of  it." 
Now  there  is  considerable  difficulty  in  referring  this 
to  the  period  of  the  Mosaic  commission^  to  "bring 

'  Gen.  XXXV.  2. 

"*  Josh.  xxiv.  14  :  "  Put  away  your  gods  which  your  fathers  served  on 
the  oilier  side  of  the  flood,  and  in  Erji/pt."  Warburton  (Uiviuc  Lct;u- 
tion  of  Moses,  iv.  6)  has  fully  established  the  fact. 

•  Chap.  XX.  5—8:  "In  the  day  wlicn  I  made  Myself  know-n  uiiio 

them  in  the  land  of  Efjjjpt then  I  said.  Defile  not  yourselves  wilh 

the  idols  of  Egypt :  but  they  rebelled  agaiust  Me;  .  .  .  neither  did  linj 
forsake  the  idols  of  Egypt."     See  also  xxiii.  3. 

'  Warburton  indeed',  (Divine  Legation,  iv.  r,,)  understands  it  of  this 
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llu'in  out."  We  read  of  no  such  appeal  made  to 
Israel  at  that  tiuic,  nor  do  we  detect  any  symptoms 
of  unwilliuguess  to  comply  with  it.  God  Himself 
assured  Moses  that  the  jjcople  "  would  hearken  to  liis 
voice."  And  accordingly  we  read  that,  when  Moses 
did  the  appointed  signs,  "  the  people  believed,  and 
bowed  their  heads  and  worshipped^."  It  is  incon- 
ceivable that,  whilst  Moses  was  doing  all  these  won- 
ders in  Egypt,  the  people  were  persevering  in  idolatry. 
It  becomes  necessary,  then,  to  refer  the  appeal  spoken 
of  by  Ezekiel  to  some  earlier  period  of  the  Egyptian 
sojourn.  And  this  is  countenanced  by  another  pas- 
sage of  the  same  prophet ^  referring  the  Egyptian 
idolatry  to  the  "youth"  of  the  nation.  But  the  Deca- 
logue, moreover,  seems  to  furnish  a  proof  that  it  had 
commenced  soon  after  the  descent  into  Egypt.  Eor 
the  preamble,  taken  in  connection  with  the  second 
commandment,  runs  thus  : — "  I  am  the  Lord  thy  God, 
which  brought  thee  out  of  the  land  of  Egypt .  .  .  Thou 
shalt  not  make  to  thyself  any  graven  image  .  .  .  Eor 
I  the  Lord  thy  God  am"  (as  ye  have  seen,  it  seems  to 
say)  "  a  jealous  God,  vmti?iff  the  sins  of  the  fathers 
upon  the  children  unto  the  third  and  fourth  generation 
of  them  that  hate  Me\"     This  may  well  be  an  appeal 

period  and  refers  it  to  Exod.  v.  21,  but  he  admits  it  to  be  "a  thing 
altogether  incredible,  but  that  we  have  God's  own  word  for  it  by 
Ezekiel." 

8  Exod.  iii.  18,  ii.  23—25,  iv.  31. 

•"^Ezek.  xxiii.   3,  19:    "And  they  committed  whoredoms  in  thehr 

youth The  days  of  her  youth  wherein  she  had  played  the  harlot 

in  the  land  of  Egjpt." 

'  It  has  been  loug  ago  observed  (Maimonides,  More  Nevochim,  i.  36, 
51)  that  jealousy  is  only  attributed  to  God  with  reference  to  idolatry; 
nor  are  any  called  His  enemies  or  haters,  except  idolaters.  The  promise 
of  "mercy  to  a  thousand  generations,"  on  the  other  hand,  belongs  spe- 
cially to  the  covenant  with  Abraham.   See  Dcut.  vii.  9, 10 ;  Ts.  cv.  8. 
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to  tlieir  eajjcrience ;  for  such  was  the  number  of  the 
generatious  from  the  descent  into  Egypt :  ^Moses  (for 
example)  being  the  son  of  Amram,  the  son  of  Kohatli, 
the  son  of  Levi  ^.  And  that  the  number  of  the  gene- 
rations  is  no  casual  circumstance,  appears  from  its 
having  been  part  of  the  original  pre-ordination  of  the 
descent  into  Egypt,  that  "  in  the  fourth  generaiioti 
they  should  come  thither  again'." 

We  thus  seem  to  arrive  at  the  true  character  of 
the  Egyptian  sojourn.  While  it  was  a  penal  sojourn 
throughout,  we  yet  discern  two  eras  of  it,  pennl  in 
different  degrees  :  the  later  one  being  a  period  of 
ritual  unfaithfulness,  of  which  bondage  was  the  pun- 
ishment. 

This  conclusion  is  thoroughly  confirmed  by  the 
events  in  the  wilderness,  when  the  Israelites  manifest 
a  continual  proneness  to  relapse  into  ways  of  worship, 
which  they  could  only  liave  learnt  in  Egypt  *". 

Now  tins  fact  determined  in  a  very  great  degree 
the  character  of  the  Mosaic  economy.  It  is,  from  one 
point  of  view,  the  key"  to  its  peculiar  and  distinctive 

^  Exod.  vi.  2,  V.  Patrick.  Korali,  too,  was  the  great -grandson  of  Levi . 
Kiim.  xvi.  1.  Kurtz  (ii.  141)  has  vainly  tried  to  prove  Ihat  some  gciu'- 
rations  are  omitted  i  he  admits,  p.  142,  that  the  Ileb.  text  is  against  liiin. 

'  Gen.  XV.  IG. 

"  The  worship  of  tlie  calves  was  clearly  of  this  kind.  Tlius  Moses, 
when  coming  down  from  the  Mount,  recognised  a  feature  of  idolatrous 
worship  in  "the  voice  of  them  that  sing."  Ilcngstenherg  shews  ("Kgvjjt 
and  Moses")  that  singing  to  noisy  instruments  was  an  accompaninirnt 
of  early  Egyptian  worship:  as  also  was  "dancing"  and  "playing,"  or 
unseemly  jesting,     llcrod.  ii.  GO. 

°  So  ilusebius,  Dcmonstr.  Ev.,  i.  iv. :  "  For  the  Old  Covenant  was  pro- 
Tided  for  the  Jews  who  had  fallen  away  from  tlie  rchgion  of  tiifir  f.Te- 
fathers,  and  had  zealously  ado])ted  tlie  Egyi)tian  life  and  ways,  and  re- 
lapsed  into  the  error  of  polytlicism  and  superstitious  worshi])  of  (Jcndlo 
idols."  Again,  (lb.  I.  vi.  p.  17):  "The  whole  Jewish  inlinn  wa« 
thoroughly  infected  with  the  disease  of  Egypt :  after  (he  <h;ilh  »r  Ihnr 
godly  fathers  they  fell  away  into  polytheism." 
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features.  "Whatever  was  novel  in  its  aspect,  as  com- 
jiarcd  with  the  simpler  dispensation  under  which 
Abraham,  Isaac,  and  Jacob  had  walked  with  God, — 
such  as  its  nearer  and  more  intimate  as  well  as  out- 
wardly-betokened Presence  ;  its  awfulness ;  its  sternly- 
pronounced  monotheism  ;  its  elementary  character  p, 
and  continued  restatement  of  the  very  first  principles 
of  all  religion :  its  detailed  condemnation  of  the  most 
odious  vices ;  its  ritual  detail  and  stringency ;  its 
burdensomeness :  all  these,  though  they  carried  out 
the  original  Divine  purpose  of  sacrificially  purifying 
and  bringing  nearer  to  Himself  a  portion  of  the 
hmnan  race,  and  served  also  to  typify  and  mirror,  in 
a  thousand  ways,  the  features  of  the  final  Economy, — 
yet  originated,  at  the  time,  in  the  profound  needs  ^, 
the  deep  and  extensive  degradation,  spiritual  and 
moral,  of  the  race  and  the  generation  to  whom  God 
spoke  by  Moses  ^  If  we  would  understand  the  Pass- 
over deliverance  and  the  Mosaic  ritual,  either  in  them- 
selves, or  as  setting  forth  Christian  Redemption  and 
Christian  mysteries,  we  must  grasp  and  apprehend  the 
position  of  the  people  to  whose  necessities  all  these 
things  were  adapted.  For  the  more  degraded  t/iey 
were,  the  more  correctly  did  their  condition  typify  the 
lost  condition  of  man,  and  t/ieir  redemption  /its.    Nor 

p  Corap.  Gal.  iv.  3 ;  Col.  ii.  20. 

1  So  Patrick  remarks  (on  Exod.  xxxii.  6) :  "In  general,  it  may  be 
reasonably  thought,  that  if  they  had  not  been  perverse,  they  miglit  have 
been  left  at  liberty  to  do  these  things  (offer  sacrifice,  &c.)  at  pleasure 
according  to  the  law  of  natm-e  (?).  They  might  have  been  permitted  to 
offer  sacrifice  every^vhere,  as  the  patriarchs  did." 

'  This,  again,  is  recognised  by  Eusebius  (as  above  referred  to) :  "Moses, 
to  draw  them  up  out  of  the  abyss  of  evils,  tm-ned  them  from  polytheism, 
and  proclaimed  God  the  Creator  of  aU,  laying  this  as  the  first' founda- 
tion of  religion,  (m  the  first  fom-  commandments) ;  then  he  forbade 
murder,  adultery,  perjury,  theft,  and  all  unnatui-al  crimes,"  &c. 
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need  we,  from  the  same  point  of  view,  be  sur- 
prised that  an  enlarged  measure  of  Divine  Presence 
and  access,  as  compared  with  that  vouchsafed  to 
the  three  patriarchs,  was  evoked  by  the  degraded 
condition  of  their  posterity.  For  herein  we  recognise 
the  very  law  of  the  archetypal  Economy,  in  which 
"where  sin  abounded,  grace  did  much  more  abound." 
Fallen  man  is  raised,  in  Christ,  to  a  higher  degree  of 
Divine  Presence  than  he  enjoyed  in  Paradise. 

The  Israelitish  position  then,  at  this  time,  was  a  far 
more  awful  one  than  we  are  apt  to  realize  :  though  the 
awfulness  of  it  is  written  significantly  enough  in  the 
tremendous  and  elaborate  processes,  spiritual  as  well 
as  physical,  employed  to  bring  them  out  of  it  ^  We 
are  too  apt  to  think  of  them  merely  as  bondmen  mider 
the  hand  of  F/iarao/i.  The  chief  impression  which 
we  derive  from  the  story  of  the  Exodus,  is  that  of 
a  vast  exercise  of  miraculous  power  in  the  sj)here  of 
the  physical  and  visible  world,  for  the  humbling  of 
the  king,  and  the  deliverance  of  his  captives.  The  one 
feature  in  the  transaction  which  is  ?wt  physical,  but 
belongs  to  the  sphere  of  the  spiritual  and  the  unseen, 
(viz.  the  Passover,  and  the  bringing  back  of  the  people 
through  that  ordinance  to  their  allegiance,)  is  too  often 
viewed  as  an  adjunct,  merely,  to  the  material  miracles 
and  the  bodily  deliverance.  The  Passover  is  commonly 
conceived  of  rather  as  an  instructive  ceremony,  tending 
to  impress  the  mind  and  memory  of  the  people,  than 

•  Compare  the  expressions  "outstreichcd  arm,"  sipiis,  woiulcns  niid 
tear,  (probably  meaning  spiritual  war,)  so  frcqncnlly  api)licd  1o  llii.s 
deliverance,  (Exod.  vi.  6 ;  Deut  iv.  U,  v.  15,  vii.  19,  xxvi.  8 ;  2  Chron. 
vi.  32;  Jcr,  xxxii.  17—21).  In  this  last  passage  it  is  api)licd  also 
to  the  act  of  creating  the  world,  and  that  act,  and  I  ho  Kxodtis  nro 
spoken  of  as  exertions  of  Divine  power,  not  uuworlliy  to  be  compared 
together. 
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ns  liavinor  discharged  any  real  or  important  function 
in  the  mighty  work  tlien  achieved.  But  this  is  ex- 
actly to  reverse  the  true  order  of  importance  of  these 
events*. 

Striking  as  tlie  physical  miracles  were,  and  were 
desiiined  to  be  to  all  ao;es,  it  is  nevertheless  certain 
that  a  yet  greater  work  of  power,  to  which  these  were 
but  accessories,  was  carrying  on  all  the  while  in  the 
region  of  the  spiritual ;  in  the  high  places  of  spiritual 
wickedness,  and  in  the  hearts  of  the  people.  The 
whole  series  of  miracles  which,  reversing  the  Creation's 
six  days'  work  ^  made  Egypt  a  desolation,  and  over- 
whelmed Pharaoh  and  his  host,  were  but  the  attend- 
ants and  "outskirts"  of  an  invisible  "march  of  mys- 
tery." There  was  a  spiritual  slavery  in  which  Israel 
was  held,  under  the  power  of  a  yet  more  cruel  master 
than  Pharaoh  :  a  yet  profounder  depth  of  spiritual  per- 
verseness  and  hardness  of  heart  than  his,  to  be  probed 
and  healed.  To  break  that  power  by  a  signal  and  tri- 
umphant overthrow,  defeating  spiritual  might  by  spiri- 
tual; to  conquer  that  peiTcrse  will,  and  lead  it  forth 
in  willing  captivity  to  the  obedience  of  God  :  t/iis  was 
the  supreme  work  then  accomplished.  Let  it  be  care- 
fully observed  what  the  process  of  that  spiritual  victory 
and  deliverance  was. 

*  Compare  Kaliscli  on  Exod.  xii. :  "  The  deliverance  of  Israel  from 
Egyptian  thraldom  is  only  the  negative  element  in  that  memorable 
event:  the  closer  relation  to  God  into  which  Israel  as  a  people  is 
brought  thereby,  forms  its  positive  and  more  important  characteristic." 
"  The  character  of  the  Passover  as  a  festival  of  (physical)  liberty  or  re- 
demption is  only  accessory." 

»  We  may  obseiTe  that  the  creatures  -were  smitten  somewhat  in  the 
order  of  theii-  creation:  water  by  its  turning  into  blood;  earth  by  the 
frogs  and  lice;  air  by  the  flies;  plants  by  the  hail  and  locusts;  cattle 
and  men  by  the  death  of  the  Ih-st-bom.  The  cattle  and  men  were  also 
smitten  by  the  hail  and  murrain :  light,  out  of  its  order,  by  the  darkness. 
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It  cannot  fail,  then,  to  strike  the  most  careless 
render  of  the  history  of  the  Exodus,  that  the  last 
of  the  ten  plagues  was  distinguished,  in  one  respect, 
from  all  the  others.  Hitherto,  exemption  for  Israel 
from  the  woes  denounced  upon  Egypt  had  been  the 
declared  or  implied  law  of  these  visitations.  No  pre- 
cautions were  necessary  to  protect  them  from  them  ; 
nor  could  anything  seem  more  unlikely,  judging  by 
the  past,  than  that  the  chosen  people  should  be  in 
danger,  even,  of  sharing  the  calamities  of  Egypt.  Tlie 
verv  lesson  desio;ned  to  be  tauo-ht  hitherto,  was  that 
God  had  put  a  division  between  His  people  and 
Pharaoh's  people''.  In  this  plague,  on  the  contrary, 
there  is  one  law  for  the  Egyptian  and  for  the  Israelite, 
as  far  as  concerns  liability  to  it.  Only  by  the  rigid 
observance  of  a  prescribed  remedy  can  safety  be  found 
for  the  favoured  nation.  A  singular  law  of  selection 
is  also  observed  in  this  plague.  It  is  a  discriminating 
judgment ;  not  executed,  as  were  the  former  ones, 
through  the  blind  powers  of  nature,  but  by  the  direct 
act  of  the  angel  of  the  Lord.  The  Jirst-dorn  of  men 
and  cattle  are  singled  out  for  destruction. 

The  reason  of  all  this  is  doubtless  to  be  found  in 
the  idolatry  of  Israel. 

The  preceding  visitations  were  simply  to  punish  tiie 
Egyptians  for  their  unjust  detention  of  tlie  people. 
In  that  fault,  Israel,  by  the  nature  of  the  case,  could 
have  no  share,  and  was  therefore  exempt  from  its 
punishment.  But  there  was  another  and  more  ;iii- 
cicnt  sin  of  the  Egyptians,  now  aggravated  by  tluir 
having  enticed  the  adopted  people  of  God  into  parti- 
cipation with  them  in  it.  It  was  the  sin  of  idohitry. 
The  last  plague  was  accordingly  announced  as  having 

^  Exod.  viii.  2:5.    Tlio  nuirKin  li-'is  "  rfdcmiition." 
K 
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a  double  aim  :  not  only,  like  the  rest,  to  bring  Israel 
out,  but  also  "  against  all  the  gods  of  Egypt  to  ex- 
ecute jutl^mcnt\"  And  the  worship  being  common 
to  the  two  nations,  the  punishment  would  be  so  too, 
with  only  such  ditierence  as  their  respective  positions 
might  prescribe. 

But,  next,  why  did  the  punishment  of  this  sin 
take  the  form  of  tlie  destruction  of  the  first-born  of 
men  and  cattle  ?  Now,  that  there  is  an  intimate 
and  even  necessary  and  eternal  connection  between 
primogeniture  and  priesthood,  is  manifest  from  the 
Epistle  to  the  Hebrews^.  And  again,  once  v\'e  ad- 
mit the  existence  of  such  a  thing  as  priesthood  at  all, 
in  a  patriarchal  state  of  sociity,  it  is  an  arrangement 
which  springs  out  of  the  very  existence  of  the  family, 
that  its  head  for  the  time  being,  and  his  first-born 
after  him,  should  be  its  priest \  And  without  affirm- 
ing that  this  rule  obtained  universally,  we  may  safely 
say  that  it  was  sufficiently  recognised  in  ancient  times 
to  render  it  infinitely  probable,  that  the  threatened 
destruction  of  the  first-born  Egyptians  was  aimed  at 
them  as  priests,  as  representatives  of  the  idolatry  of 
the  nation.  Of  the  Egyptian  law  concerning  priest- 
hood, we  know  only  that  the  office  was  confined  to 
particular  families^ :  but  it  is  probable,  that  of  the  fami- 
lies thus  privileged  the  first-born  son  would  actually 
execute  the  priesthood.     We  know  also  that  Moloch- 

*  Exod.  xii.  12;  Num.  xxxiii.  4. 

''  Heb.  i.  2,  3  :  "  God  has  spoken  to  us  by  His  Son:  who,  when  He 
had  by  Himself  purged  our  sins,  sat  down  :"  &c.  lb.  v.  5  :  "  Christ 
glorified  not  Himself  to  be  an  High  Priest,  but  He  that  said  unto  Him, 
Thou  art  My  Sou,  this  day  have  I  begotten  Thee."     Corap.  vii.  3. 

'  On  tlie  priesthood  of  tii-st-boru  sous,  see  Selden,  Success.  Pontific. 
Hcbr.,  i.  1  :  and  Deyling,  Obs.  Sacrge,  ii.  4.  16. 

*  Gen.  xlvii.  23.     Diodorus  Siciilus,  i. ;  Herod.,  ii. 
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worship  prevailed  in  Egypt,  since  tlie  Israelites  lapsed 
into  it  in  the  wilderness^  ;  and  that  first-born  sons 
were  preferred"  for  sacrifice  to  that  deity,  as  the 
first-born  of  cattle  were  for  other  worship.  Tiie  de- 
strnction  of  the  first-born  wonld  include  the  existing 
priests  and  victims  among  men,  and  also  the  victims 
anions:  cattle. 

As  to  the  Hebrew  nation,  again,  it  has  been 
thought,  with  some  reason,  that  Jacob  coveted  and 
obtained  the  family  priesthood^  among  the  rights  of 
primogeniture.  We  find  both  Isaac  (probably'')  and 
Jacob  sacrificing  in  their  father's  lifetime,  when  they 
became  heads  of  families.  This  law  would  in  all 
likelihood,  when  households  multiplied,  be  still  acted 
upon  in  Egypt,  so  long  as  the  worship  of  God  was 
maintained ;  and  be  continued  when  they  fell  into 
idolatry.  Some  sort  of  idolatrous  worship,  in  short, 
conducted  by  the  heads  of  families,  constituted  in  all 
probability  the  religion  of  Israel  (with  the  exception 
perhaps  of  the  Levite  families)  just  before  the  Exodus. 

Viewed  in  this  light,  then,  the  first-born  of  Israel 
stood  forth  in  an  awful  character  as  the  direct  expo- 
nents and  representative  persons  of  Israelitish  :ii)o- 
stacy;  and  accordingly  they  might  justly,  as  in  the 
case  of  the  Egyptians,  be  singled  out  for  exclusive 
destruction.  And  such  is  the  impression  which  the 
narrative  at  first  sight  conveys,  lint  it  wo»dd  seem, 
on  more  mature  consideration,  that  though  the  first- 

**  Acts  vii.  43 ;  Amos  v.  26. 

<=  2  Kinf^s  iii.  27:  "Then  he  took  his  eldest  son  anrl  ofTored  him  for 
a  burnt-oilering  upon  tlie  wall."  Micah  vi.  7  :  "  Sliall  I  give  my >••»/- 
boni  for  my  transgression  ?" 

^  See  Blunt,  Veracity  of  Moses.  Tlie  Jews  take  the  young  mm  wlio 
acted  as  priests  before  tlie  Law  (Exod.  xix.  22,  xxiv.  5)  to  he  tho 
first -born.  '  P-  10".  "«''^'- 

k2 
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l)()ni  might  be  chiefly  aimed  at,  the  entire  nation  of 
the  IsrneHtos  were  in  danger  of  perisliing  by  the  de- 
stroviiiir  Ansel.  It  was  their  "  houses,"  and  not 
merely  their  first-born,  that  were  threatened  ^  It  was 
for  all  alike,  and  not  for  the  first-born  only,  that  the 
redeeming  Iamb  was  necessary.  But  this,  too,  be- 
comes perfectly  intelligible,  when  we  consider  the 
real  position  of  Israel.  The  whole  nation  were,  and 
that  too  in  a  very  lofty  and  peculiar  sense,  jirsl-horn 
and  priests.  God  had  given  them  that  position  in 
Abraham,  Isaac,  and  Jacob :  and  as  such  were  they, 
in  the  very  beginning  of  these  transactions,  claimed  by 
Him  at  the  hand  of  Pharaoh.  "Thus  saith  the  Lord, 
Israel  is  My  son,  even  Mi/  First-born,  and  I  say 
unto  thee.  Let  My  son  go,  that  he  may  serve  Me," 
(as  a  priest,  Xarpevarj^).  He  claimed  of  them,  as 
such,  not  only  duties  of  natural  piety,  but  the  con- 
tinual dedication  to  Him,  by  the  way  of  faithful  ser- 
vice and  sacrifice,  of  themselves  and  their  land.  But 
what  was  the  aspect  under  which  they  appeared  now? 
They  had  not  merely,  by  leaving  the  land,  fallen  back 
on  their  position  as  mere  children  of  the  God  of 
Nature  and  Providence  :  they  had  separated  them- 
selves, not  from  their  land  only,  but  from  their  God, 
AVlio  had  promised  to  be  with  them,  for  certain  pur- 
l)oses,  wherever  they  went.     They  had  sacrificed  to 

'  Exod.  xii.  27.  So  also  Ileb.  xi.  28  :  "Lest  He  that  destroyed  the 
first-born  should  touch  them,"  i.e.  the  Israelites ;  where  Ebrard  supposes 
a  most  unnatural  hyperbaton :  "  Lest  the  destroyer  should  touch  their 
first-born."     The  next  vgrse  shews  that  all  Israel  are  meant. 

K  This  passage  is  immediately  followed  by  that  obscure  one  concern- 
ing the  circumcisiou  of  Moses'  son  by  Zipporah,  and  the  threat  of  slai/iiif/ 
him  by  the  Angel  (LXX)  of  the  Lord.  The  interpretation  of  this  surely 
is,  that  the  eldest  son  of  Moses  not  haviug  been  circumcised  in  Midian, 
and  so  not  being  in  covenant  with  God,  was  threatened,  as  a  type  of 
what  was  to  follow  in  the  case  of  all  Israel,  ^n-ith  death.     Exod.  iv.  24. 
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the  idols  of  Egypt,  that  is  "to  devils^,  and  not  to 
God :"  and  by  this  means  were  dedicated  and  given 
over  to  them.  And  we  know  from  St.  Paul  tliat  such 
sacrificing  to  the  false  gods  involved  a  real,  however 
mysterious,  communion  with  the  spirits  of  evil.  It 
may  be  that  they  even  frequented  in  Egypt,  (for 
where  else  could  tliey  have  learnt  to  do  so  ?)  as  after- 
wards in  the  wilderness,  "  the  tabernacle  of  Moloch  V 
and  offered,  as  their  posterity  did  in  Canaan,  "  their 
sons  and  their  daughters  unto  devils."  Such  fearful 
transgression  of  the  spiritual  and  ritual  laws,  by  which 
God  had  bound  His  people  to  Him,  called  for  some 
special  vengeance  against  them ;  or  could  only  l)c 
expiated  by  their  returning  into  the  Covenant  (as 
Jacob  did  at  Bethel  ••)  through  some  new  and  spe- 
cially provided  sacrificial  action.  If  Egypt  was  to  be 
smitten  in  their  religion,  the  same  measure  nuist  be 
meted  to  their  co-religionists,  the  children  of  Israel. 
And  so  it  was  ;  yet  with  these  two  points  of  difference, 
1.  that  as  all  Israel  were,  in  a  mystery,  first-born  and 
priests,  so  were  they  all  included  in  the  woe  ;  but  of 
the  Egyptians,  the  natural  first-born  only  :  and  2.  that, 
as  God's  elder  family,  the  angels,  fell  without  remedy, 
while  for  the  later  one,  mankind,  a  ransom  was  found  ; 
so  would  the  destruction,  denounced  in  conunon  on 

•■  1  Cor.  X.  20  :  "Tlie  tilings  wliicli  flic  Gentiles  sacrifice,  they  snrri- 
fice  to  devils  and  not  to  God:  I  wouJd  not  lluit  yc  sliniild  Iiavc  fillow- 
sliip  (communion)  with  devils." 

'  It  is  probable  that  Moloch  (from  Ilcb.  tiudorh,  '(obo  a  kinp')  i.s  a 
poncric  name  applied  to  the  favourite  deity  of  various  nation."*,  as 
Saturn,  the  Sun,  J5aal,  Osiris,  &c.  Coinp.  Jer.  xxxii.  :{5  with  xix.  f)  ; 
Amos  v.  2G.  See  the  learned  dissertation  of  Deylinp  on  Acts  ii.  W 
Obs.  Sacra;,  vol.  ii.  36.  In  llosca  xiii.  2  some  render  "  Let  tlie  saen- 
ficers  (our  margin,  'sacrifices')  ki.ss  the  calves,"  which  tends  to  ("himi  . 
Moloch  worship  Avith  Baal  and  I'lgypt,  vcr.  4. 

J  CIcn.  xxxv. 
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both  nations,  be  in  the  case  of  Israel  expiable,  while 
on  Ki!;3"i)t  it  would  fall  without  redemption. 

But  we  must  look  higher  than  to  the  offerers  of 
this  idolatrous  w^orship  and  self-dedication, — even  to 
the  powers  of  evil  who  were  the  objects  and  recipients 
of  it,  and  to  the  judgments  inflicted  on  them, — if  we 
would  apprehend  the  matter  aright.  It  is  in  con- 
nexion, then,  with  the  destruction  of  the  first-born, 
and  with  the  Passover,  that  w^e  for  the  first  time  find 
mention  of  God's  purpose  of  executnig  judgment  not 
on  Egypt  only,  but  on  Egypt's  f/odsK  That  purpose 
was  indeed,  it  is  probable,  carried  out  in  a  measure 
by  the  earlier  plagues,  smiting  various  objects  of  her 
veneration  ^.  But  here  it  is  announced  as  an  express 
part  of  God's  design.  And  it  consisted  mainly  in 
the  blow  inflicted  on  the  worship  of  the  gods  by  tlie 
destruction  of  their  priests,  and  of  the  victims  wont  to 
be  off'ered  to  them,  both  of  man  and  beast.  It  may 
also  have  been  accompanied,  as  the  Jew^s  believe,  and 
as  in  the  case  of  the  Philistine  gods  long  after,  by 
dishonour  put  upon  the  idols  and  temples.  But  the 
most  signal  judgment  upon  them,  and  victory  over 
them,  would  lie  in  snatching  from  them  their  w^or- 
shippers,  the  children  of  Israel,  whom  they  had 
seduced  from  God's  peculiar  service.  Never  but 
once, — at  the  Fall  of  man  in  Adam, — had  so  noble 

J  Exod.  xii.  12:  "  It  is  the  Lord's  Passover.  For  I  will  pass  through 
the  laud  of  Egypt  this  uiglit,  and  I  will  smite  all  the  first-born  in  the 
land  of  Egypt,  both  of  man  and  beast,  and  at^aimi  all  the  rjods  of  Egypt 
I  wiU  execute  judgment."  So,  again,  Numb,  xxxiii.  4 :  "On  the  morrow 
after  the  Passover  the  children  of  Israel  went  out  with  a  high  hand  in 
the  sight  of  all  the  Egyptians :  for  the  Egyi^tians  buried  iheh: first-born , 
wliich  the  Lord  had  smitten  among  them ;  and  iqmi  their  gods  also  the 
Lord  executed  judgment."     See  1  Sam.  vi.  5. 

''  It  is  doubtful,  however,  whether  this  veneration  is  of  so  early 
a  date  as  the  Exodus. 
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a  captive  fallen  to  "the  Prince  of  the  power  of  the  air  :" 
nor  ever  again,  but  once,  would  so  mighty  a  rescue  be 
enterprised  and  taken  in  hand.  With  that  signal  ex- 
ception, none  had  fallen  from  such  a  height,  or  needed 
so  powerful  a  deliverance.  Doubtless  "  there  was  war 
in  heaven ;"  a  contest  between  the  powers  of  spiritual 
wickedness  in  high  places,  and  the  spiritual  powers 
wont  to  be  put  forth  by  God  to  counter-work  them. 

And  now,  as  it  had  been  from  the  beginning,  and 
as  it  was  destined  to  be  unto  the  end,  it  was  by  inno- 
cent life  poured  out  unto  death,  that  the  victory  must 
be  won.  By  the  blood  of  a  hundred  thousand^  lambs, 
freely  given,  and  shed  and  sprinkled  in  accordance  with 
a  new  and  special  ceremonial,  was  the  power  of  death 
over  Israel  (in  full  accordance  with  principles  above 
traced  out)  to  be  neutralized  and  done  away.  The 
blood,  "wherein  was  the  life,"  was  visibly  endued'" 
with  a  real  protecting  and  redeeming  power.  Nor 
was  this  all.  The  offering  iq)  and  parlaki/ig  of  the 
lamb,  with  faith  in  God's  promises  of  deliverance, 
and  in  accordance  with  the  prescribed  rules  (renun- 
ciatory, as  we  shall  see  presently,  of  idol  worshij),) 
translated  the  children  of  Israel,  by  a  real  and  vWw- 
tive  though  highly  mysterious  transaction,  liom  tlie 
fellowship  of  devils  to  restored  connnuiiioii  in  {\\c. 
ancient  sacrificial  covenant  of  God" ;   "from  the;  king- 

•  Tho  Israclitisli  nalion  were  at,  least  twelve  or  fiflccn  Imiidrcd  tlioii- 
sand  in  number,  and  allowing  twelve  or  fifteen  to  each  pa-s.sover  com- 
pany we  obtain  the  number  of  companies  and  therefore  of  laml).i. 

">  This  seems  to  be  maintained,  though  timidly  and  ambiguously,  by 
Kurtz,  (0.  T.  Covenant,  vol.  ii.  p.  208) :  "The  only  inference  that  can 
be  drawn  is,  that  the  blood  was  regarded  [by  whon>  ?J  as  po-sscssing  an 
expiatory  virtue,  by  whieh  their  sins  were  covered  and  aloncd  for, 
tliouc^h  otherwise  tiicy  would  have  exposed  them  to  the  wrath  of  God," 

"  Aceonli.igly  Jonathan  thus  paraphrases  Exod.  xii.i.'!  :  "  Withdraw 
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(Itun  of"  Egyptian  "  darkness"  to  that  of  "  liglit,  and 
fmni  the  power  of  Satan  unto  God."  And  thus 
was  wrought  at  once  a  mighty  dcUverance  and  exor- 
cism upon  the  people  of  God,  and  a  heavy  judgment 
upon  the  gods  of  Egypt. 

Tliis  design  of  transferring''  the  chosen  people //•o;m 
one  active  relif/ioiis  service  to  another,  seems  to  be 
clearly  indicated  in  various  minute  provisions  made  for 
the  celebration  of  the  Passover.  Care  was  taken  that 
it  should  be  a  signal  act  of  renunciation  of  idotatrous 
worship,  as  well  as  of  obedience  to  God's  commands, 
and  faith  in  His  promises^. 

First,  the  Passover  lamb,  (which  was  declared  to  be 
of  the  nature  of  a  sacrifice'^  from  the  first,)  was  to  be 
taken  out  from  the  sheep  or  from  the  goats.  Now 
it  is  certain  that  in  some  parts  of  Egypt  it  was  for- 
bidden to  sacrifice  sheep,  and  in  others  goats ^  This 
act,  then,  was  a  renunciation  of  a  law  of  Egyptian 

yourselves  from  the  idols  of  Egypt,  and  take  a  lamb,"  Sec.  And  this 
view  is  fully  recognised  by  S.  Cyril  of  Alexandi-ia  in  his  Commentary  on 
St.  Luke  (chap,  xi.),  lately  translated  from  the  Syriac  :  "  For  as  long  as 
they  were  in  bondage  in  Egypt,  and  lived  according  to  the  customs  and 
laws  of  the  Egyptians,  which  were  full  of  aU  impui-ity,  and  led  polluted 
lives,  an  evil  spirit  dwelt  in  them.  But  when  by  the  mercy  of  God  they 
had  been  delivered  by  Moses,  and  received  the  law,  caUing  them  to  the 
light  of  the  knowledge  of  God,  the  impure  spirit  teas  driven  out" 

°  Comp.  the  Post  Communion  (or  prayer  following  reception)  in  the 
old  English  Office  for  Monday  in  Easter  week  :  "  Impleatur  in  nobis 
Sacrameiiti  Paschalis  sancta  Ubatio,  nosque  de  terrenis  aifectibus  ad 
coeleste  transferat  iastitutum."     Miss.  Sar.,  Per.  ii.  post  Pascha. 

p  Heb.  xi.  28  :  "Through  faith  he  kept  the  Passover,  and  tlie  sprin- 
kling  of  blood,  lest  He  that  destroyed  the  first-born  should  touch  them." 

«  Exod.  xii.  27  :  "It  is  the  sacrifice  of  the  Lord's  Passover."  The 
sense  in  which  it  was  such  is  considered  below.  Josephus  (ii.  xiv. 
6)  and  other  Jewish  writers  fully  recognise  it  as  such.  See  the  opinions 
on  both  sides  in  Deyliug,  Obs.  Sacr.,  i.  59.  In  Exod.  xii.  26  it  is  called 
a  "  service."     Maimouides,  Mor.  Nev.,  iii.  40,  init. 

'  Herodotus,  ii.  42  :  Patrick  on  Gen.  xliii.  32.     Diodorus,  lib.  ii.,  says 
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idolatry. — "  The  head  with  the  legs  and  inward  parts" 
were  to  be  eaten;  whereas  the  Egyptians  held  it 
unlawful,  on  some  religions  grounds,  to  eat  the  head 
or  the  feet  of  any  animal^ — It  was  to  be  eaten  with 
certain  bitter  herbs.  The  Egyptians,  in  later  times, 
certainly  paid  a  superstitions  reverence  to  some  herbs 
of  this  kind,  and  may  have  had  such  a  feelina:  against 
eating  them  in  the  time  of  Moses. — Leaven^  flgai", 
is  forbidden  w^ith  extraordinary  stringency  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Passover,  as  it  also  was  subsequently 
with  any  sacrifice  that  w^as  to  be  partaken  of.  Now 
it  has  15een  already  shewn '  that  there  was  an  essential 
unfitness  in  leaven  for  sacrificial  uses.  But  besides 
this,  we  have  incidental  proof,  in  subsequent  Jewish 
history,  that  the  offering  of  leavened  cakes"  with 
sacrifices  was  a  distinctive  feature,  and  a  specially 
attractive  one,  of  that  worship  of  the  calves  which 
was  confessedly  re-introduced  from  Egypt  by  Jero- 
boam. Hence  the  seven  days'  abstinence  from  leaven. 
It  was  at  once  a  renunciation  of  Egyptian  ways  of 
service,  and  a  sustained  realization  of  a  sacrificial 
position  towards  God. — Other  circumstances  peculiar 
to  the  ordinance,  the  reason  of  which  is  unknown  to 

tlioy  deified  the  goat;  Juv.,  Sat.  xv.  11,  that  they  iitc  ucilhcr  shcop 
nor  kids  : — 

"  Lanatis  animalibus  abstinct  omnis 
Mensa  ;  nefa.s  illic  foetuni  jujjularo  capolla;." 

'  Scxtus  Empiricus,  lib.  iii.  c.  21:  "Of  tho.se  wlio  arc  nccounfcil 
wise  among  the  Egyptians  some  hohl  it  to  be  irrchgious  {kvUfov)  (o 
eat  the  head  of  an  animal,  others  the  sliouhlcr-bhuh-,,  ollicrs  Ihc  feci." 
Patrick,  on  Gen.  xLiii.  33,  quotes  this,  but  not  in  tliis  coiiucctiou. 

'  p.  05. 

"  Amos  iv.  4  :  "  Come  to  Bethel  and  iraitsgress,  bring  your  sncrififo 
every  morning  .  .  .  offer  a  sacrifice  of  Ihankxfjwinf]  with  leaven  .  .  .  for 
this  li/cel/i  you,  0  children  of  Israel."  In  Jcr.  xliv.  15—19,  "cnkes," 
doubtless  leavened  and  eaten,  arc  spoken  of  by  the  Isrnolitns  in  Kg^ipl  n.i 
"ulfercd  to  the  queen  of  heaven."     Maiinonidcs,  iMor.  N(v.,  iii.  -!<.•. 
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US  ;  siifli  as  the  roasting  with  fire, — w^hereas  in  all  the 
otlicr  sacrifices  the  parts  that  were  to  be  eaten  were 
"sodilon"  with  water," — tlie  not  eating  it  raw,  the 
not  breaking  a  bone  of  it,  nor  leaving  any  of  it  until 
the  morning,  (probably  a  protest  against  reservation 
of  it  for  superstitious  purposes,)  may  all  have  had 
reference  to  contrary  practices  prevailing  in  Egypt. 
It  was  to  be  killed  in  the  evening,  (at  about  3  p.m. 
it  is  believed,)  and  this  was  confirmed  as  the  great 
sacrificial  hour  for  all  future  time  in  Israel.  Whereas 
the  favourite  hour  for  Egyptian,  and  generally  for 
Gentile  sacrifice  and  feasting,  was  in  the  morning,  as 
we  learn  from  Aaron's  sacrifice  to  the  calf  ^.  In  this 
instance,  however,  the  powers  of  evil  had  probably 
for  the  time  usurped  features  which  properly  and 
originally  pertained  to  God's  own  worship.  Hence, 
though  a  protest  was  needed  at  the  time,  the  Gospel 
has  restored  the  old  usage,  by  re-dedicating  the  holy 
morning  hour  to  Eucharistic  offering.  It  is  also  true 
that  these  things  carried  in  them  significations  of 
purity,  repentance,  entire  dedication,  unity;  as  well 
as  prophecies  of  our  Lord's  actions.  But  it  cannot 
reasonably  be  doubted,  that  they  took  their  rise,  at 
the  time,  in  the  Almighty's  design  of  drawing  forth 
from  the  Israelite  the  renunciation,  by  a  counter- 
ritual  and  by  his  own  act,  of  his  idolatrous  ways. 
And  when  we  bear  in  mind  the  degrading  prac- 
tices which  were  the  constant  accompaniments  of  the 

*  1  Sam.  ii.  13  :  "  Wliile  the  flesh  \ras  in  seething,"  viz.  all  the  parts 
which  had  not  been  laid  on  the  altar.  1  Kings  xxi.  9 ;  2  Chron. 
XXXV.  13 :  "  And  they  roasted  the  Passover,  but  the  other  holy  offerings 
sod  they  in  pots."  Patrick  shews  from  Athenfeus  that  the  Athenians 
boiled  the  sacrifices  offered  to  the  Horse ;  a  worship  derived  probably 
from  Egypt. 

^  Exod,  xxxii.  6 ;  Amos  iv.  i. 
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worship  abjured  by  Israel  in  the  very  act  of  the  Puss- 
over,  it  is  not  too  much  to  say  that  that  act  involved 
a  renunciation  of  the  world  and  of  the  flesh,  as  well 
as  of  the  deviP. 

It  is  needless  to  point  out  the  precision  with  which 
the  Passover,  viewed  as  we  have  now  been  viewing  it, 
becomes  an  event  strictly  parallel,  both  as  to  the  fact 
and  the  manner  of  it,  to  the  Redemption  Avronght  by 
Christ.  That  God  should  translate  an  entire  people 
from  a  real  spiritual  bondage  and  service  to  the  devil, 
into  a  service  towards  God  no  less  real  and  spiritual 
in  its  nature,  though  imperfect  in  its  character ; 
snatching  them  as  a  forfeited  prey  from  death  both  of 
body  and  spirit ;  "  spoiling  princi})alities  and  powers 
and  triumphing  over  them  ;" — should  do  this  by  death, 
the  death  in  a  manner,  of  a  single  victim,  though, 
owinsr  to  the  number  of  households,  the  blood  was 
costly  in  the  extreme ; — that  victim,  too,  peculiarly 
harmless  and  innocent  in  its  nature,  and  totally  inno- 
cent of  a  participation  in  the  sin  to  be  atoned  for, 
and  in  its  kind  "  without  blemish  ;" — that  the  deliver- 
ance should  actually  and  visibly  be  effected  by  cx- 
liibition  and  (as  it  were)  pleading  of  the  6hod  of  that 
death  : — all  these  things  assimilate  this  deliverance,  in 
an  astonishing  degree,  to  the  great  and  universal  Re- 
demption. The  transaction  becomes  not  only  a  tyjjc, 
as  the  passing  the  Red  Sea  was,  of  the  great  spiritual 
Rescue,  but  an  actual  instance  of  such  a  resctu-.  'I'ln* 
experience    of   Israel    was    hereby  made    actually    ol 

"  Very  strikln.;?  in  this  connection  is  our  Epistle  for  Easter  Dny,  onr 
high  Passover  Teast,  from  Col.  iii.  5,  7:  "Mortify  therefore  your 
members,  &c.;  fornication,  uneleanness,  inordinate  nIVrel ion,  evil  con- 
cupiscence,  and  covetousness,  which  is  idolatri/.  .  .  In  wlii-Ii  ye  nlso 
walked  some  time  when  ye  lived  in  tlicm."  This  waa  the  K|.ibtle  for 
Easter  Eve  in  the  Sarum  Use ;  only  as  far,  however,  as  vcr.  1. 
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the  same  kind,  in  respect  of  the  benefit  received  and 
tlie  faith  evoked,  as  that  of  the  redeemed  Cliristian. 

Nor  are  tlie  ritual  means,  by  which  man  was  to  be 
made  partaker  of  Redemption,  less  closely  imitated. 
The  slain  victim,  as  slain,  protects  indeed  the  duly 
ingrafted  and  covenanted  household  by  the  very  shed- 
ding and  sprinkling  of  its  blood ;  even  as  Holy  Bap- 
tism ingrafts,  saves,  and  cleanses  now.  But  w^ithin 
that  shielded  estate,  there  was  an  act  of  conscious 
and  willing  priesthood  to  be  done  by  each  and  all. 
Each  member  of  the  entire  household,  being  of  age 
to  do  so,  must  concur  in  presentation  of  the  lamb, 
with  full  faith  in  the  promised  benefits,  and  must 
also  partake  of  it :  expressing  by  the  whole  action 
acknowledgment  of  his  part  in  its  death,  full  dedica- 
tion of  himself  to  God,  and  renunciation  of  all  other 
service ;  and  receiving  mysterious  incorporation  into 
the  accepted  sacrifice.  Otherwise  he  w^ould  have  fallen 
back  into  a  condition  of  death,  not  being  trans- 
ferred by  his  own  deed  to  God's  service,  and  have 
been  cut  off  from  the  people.  It  completes  the  re- 
semblance to  the  Eucharist,  that  even  that  first  Pass- 
over, though  destined  to  become  the  starting-point 
of  a  new  scheme  of  memorial,  was  in  itself  a  me- 
morial transaction.  It  re-admitted  them  into  an 
ancient  covenant,  effected  ages  before,  as  we  have 
seen,  by  the  blood  (in  a  mystery)  of  Isaac,  the  true 
lamb  of  that  covenant.  It  w^as,  further,  a  new  step 
of  return  towards  the  Presence  lost  by  the  Fall. 
For  we  find  that  a  new  and  peculiar  mode  of  that 
Presence  set  out  with  them'\  and  accompanied  them 
continually,  till  it  brought  them  to  the  full  fruition  of 
their  privileged  estate.    The  sprinkled  blood,  and  their 

"  Exod.  xiii.  7. 
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participation  of  the  lamb,  had  doubtless,  according 
to  sacrificial  laws  before  traced  out,  removed  their  un- 
fitness for  such  a  Presence. 

It  was  thus  that  the  Egyptian  deliverance,  taken 
altogether,  was  fitted  to  supph%  beyond  any  other 
series  of  events  even  in  Abrahamic  or  Mosaic  history, 
the  images  and  the  phraseology  employed  to  set  forth 
Christian  Redemption  and  the  Christian  Eucharist. 
That  Redemption  is  a  bringing  back  and  ransoming  of 
man  not  from  a  merely  passive  condition  of  cai)tivity, 
but  from  an  active,  energizing  devotion  to  the  service 
of  the  Evil  One.  Man,  since  the  Fall,  is  not  merely 
the  devil's  bond-slave,  he  is  his  worshipper ;  he  natu- 
rally loves  his  service,  and  takes  pleasure  in  it.  To 
turn  that  perverse  will  of  his  back  again  to  Gud  was 
the  masterpiece  of  God's  work  in  Christ ;  and  this 
stands  correctly  imaged  in  the  Passover  deliverance, 
and  in  that  alone. 

Thus  man,  in  the  person  of  Israel,  came  up  out  of 
Egypt  not  as  he  went  down,  but  with  an  added  heri- 
tage of  knowledge  both  of  good  and  evil;  and  with 
intensified  spiritual  and  ritual  conceptions.  It  had 
been  given  him  to  measure,  more  nearly  than  before, 
the  depth  of  his  own  Fall,  and  the  answering  abyss 
of  God's  counsels  of  deliverance :  the  terrible  eilects 
of  sin,  and  the  vast  capacities  of  sacrifice.  The  nation 
was  now  a  more  exact  copy,  and  on  a  larger  scale,  ol 
the  religious  history  of  man.  And  if  we  would  fi\ 
more  precisely  the  ideas  which  were  wrought  into  the 
mind  of  Israel  and  of  man,  by  the  Descent  into  Mgyi't, 
the  Passover,  and  the  Exodus,  they  may  be  suninicd 
up  into  these  two,  1.  the  consciousness  of  a  Fall  and 
Jlodemplioiu  and  2.  of  having  become  a  Pricst/ii,<,d 
and  Church  of  I  he  Fird-fwrji.     On  tin;  {^^vwwx  of  (lies.- 
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ciioiif^li  has  been  said  :  the  latter  calls  for  some  further 
observations. 

That  earthly  paternity  and  sonship  are  a  reflection 
of  Divine,  and  derive  from  thence  their  being  and 
cliaractcr,  is  manifest  to  every  thoughtful  mind.  And 
hence  the  especial  fitness  of  the  Second  Person  of  the 
Holy  Trinity  to  restore  us  to  the  position  of  sons  of 
God,  by  engrafting  us  into  Himself.  Thus  made  par- 
takers, in  our  measure,  of  His  eternal,  essential,  and 
perfect  Sonship,  we  cannot  fail  to  be  accepted  of  the 
Righteous  Father  in  the  Well-beloved  Son.  But  we 
know  that,  besides  His  Sonship,  we  are  also  made 
partakers  of  Hk  Priest/wocP :  and  it  is  natural  to 
enquire  whether  this,  no  less  than  His  Sonship,  be 
not  an  essential  and  eternal  attribute  of  His.  As  His 
Human  and  economical  Sonship,  by  partaking  of 
which  we  become  sons,  flowed  out  of  that  ineftable 
mystery,  His  Sonship  essential  and  eternal ;  so  will 
not  His  economical  Priesthood,  by  partaking  of  which 
we  become  priests,  be  an  effluence  from  some  myste- 
rious attribute  of  His,  akin  to  priesthood,  and  per- 
taining from  all  eternity  to  Him  ?  And  St.  Paul 
seems  to  assure  us  that  it  was  so  ;  dwellins:  no  less 
forcil)ly  on  the  eternity  of  His  Priesthood  e<2?  parte 
ante,  than  on  His  abiding  a  Priest  continually;  and 
making  it  coeval  with  that  Sonship  which  w^e  know 
was  from  all  eternity".    And  he  seems,  further,  to  give 

•>  Rev.  i.  6 ;  1  Pet.  ii.  5.     See  above.  Part  I.,  pp.  173,  &c. 

=  Heb.  viii.  3  :  "  Having  neither  beginning  of  days  nor  end  of  life, 
abideth  a  Priest  continually."  (Heb.  vii.  3.)  "He  glorified  Him  to  be 
an  High-priest,  that  said  unto  Him,  Thou  ai-t  My  Son,  this  day  have  I 
begotten  Thee,"  (vcr.  5).  We  cannot  properly,  with  Dean  Jackson, 
(Creed,  ix.  4,)  restrict  this  glorification  of  Christ  to  be  a  High-priest  to 
the  time  of  His  resurrection,  or  to  the  Economy :  that  is  to  say,  though 
fulfilled  in  time,  it  was,  like  the  Sonship,  possessed  as  an  attribute  from 
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lis  a  clue  to  tlie  particular  attribute  wliicli  constituted 
Him  in  some  true  sense  a  Priest  from  eternity,  and 
fitted  Him  to  become  such  in  time,  and  to  all  ages. 
For  he  connects  His  "  purging  of  our  sins,"  and  His 
sitting  down,  as  Priest,  on  the  Right  Hand  of  God, 
with  His  attributes  as  the  "  Brightness," — whether  we 
understand  thereby  the  beam,  or  the  reflection, — "of 
the  Father's  Glory,  the  express  Image  of  His  Person*^, 
and  the  Word  of  His  Power."  It  is  difficult  to  be- 
lieve that  this  is  a  mere  contrast.  It  is  far  more 
natural  to  suppose  it  is  causation  that  is  indicated. 
The  Father,  we  learn,  contemplated  from  all  eternity, 
in  His  First-begotten  and  Only-begotten  Son,  the 
perfect  Image,  Resemblance,  or  Expression,  of  His 
Own  Essence  and  Glory,  and  heard  the  Resonance, 
or  Woid,  of  His  unuttered  Mind  ;  the  Son  render- 
ing back^  to  the  Father  that  Expression  of  Himself, 
and  that  Glory.  And  this  reciprocity  was  doubtless — 
so  we  gather  from  what  took  place  when  the  Son  of 
God  was  in  the  Flesh '^,  when  combined  with  intima- 
tions of  the  Ohl  Testament — full  of  joy  ineiTablc  on 

fcteruity.  Priestliood  was,  in  kind,  au  eternal  aecideut  of  tlie  eternal 
Sonsliip. 

''  Heb.  i.  3.  I  render  with  El)rard  (nearly)  "  AVIio,  being  the  Beam  of 
His  Glory,  and  the  Expression  of  His  Essence,  and  sustaining  all  things 
by  the  Word  of  His  Power;" — where,  though  fn'ina  is  used,  there  is  dis- 
tinct recognition  of  Him  as  the  \6yus, — "and  as  such,  having  purged 
our  sins,  sat  down,"  &c.  Tlie  reader  will  do  well  to  consult  Eljrard's 
profound  exposition ;  though  he  has  misconceived  the  Apostle's  purpose 
in  bringing  forward  the  Sonship. 

'  St.  Joiin  gives  us  an  undoubted  glimpse  of  the  same  Initii,  when  lie 
says  that  the  Word  was  nphs  rhv  &(&v:  that  is,  "before,"  "in  tlie  IVc 
sence  of,"  as  it  were  "looking  towards."  So  the  Targnni  of  Onkelos 
parajihrascs  Exod.  xx.  I'J  :  "  Ne  loquatur  nobis  jier  Vrrbum  quod  e.st 
coram  Domino."  And  certainly  irphs  never  loses  its  sense  of  "direetion 
towards."  It  is  only  in  the  sense  of  being  "  before,"  or  "  in  presrnrc  of," 
that  it  comes  to  mean  "with."  See  St.  Matt.  xiii.  50;  1  Cor.  xvi.  0. 

'  Comp.  St.  Matt.iii.  17,  St.  John  iv.  34,  with  IVov,  viii.  30,  I's.  ii.  7. 
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cither  side.  Essrntially  and  delightedly ^  from  all 
eternity,  did  the  Father  receive  Glory,  even  His  Own 
Cdorv,  from  the  Son  ;  and  the  Son  render  it  to  the 
Father''.  And  thns  was  there  from  eternity,  and  ere 
creation  was,  a  manner  of  praise,  no  less  than  of  love, 
in  heaven  * ;  the  Holy  Spirit  being  the  eternal  bond 
of  that  reciprocity.  And  it  is  as  having  rendered 
"  Glory"  from  all  eternity  to  the  Father,  that  the  Son 
was  essentially  fitted  to  discharge,  when  Incarnate, 
functions  of  worship  and  priesthood^.  And  seeing 
that  He  is  not  only  a  Son,  but  the  First-born  and 
the  Only  True  Son,  He  absolutely  excludes  all  other 
beings  from  worship  and  priesthood  but  such  as  He 
may  be  pleased  to  impart  to  them' :  Sonship  and 
Priesthood  are  both  alike  exhausted  in  Him,  Hence 
the  capacity  of  angels  in  Heaven,  or  man  in  Para- 
dise,  for  worshipping   God,   must  have  arisen  from 

K  Prov.  viii.  30.  Origen.  ap.  Atlian.,  t.  i.  p.  277 :  "If  we  deny  that 
the  Word  was  ever  with  the  Father,  ovtw  ouSe  de!  x'^'P'"''  voTje-fjaeTai." 

^  Very  striking  in  this  connection  are  tlie  first  clauses  of  the  Lord's 
Prayer.  We  first  claim  our  sonship  in  Christ,  ("Our  Father,")  and 
then  render  to  the  Father  His  proper  glory,  ("  Hallowed  be  Thy  Name, 
&c.,")  and  we  end  with  the  doxology. 

'  So  Gueranger,  somewhat  boldly,  and  without  theological  precision : 
"  Dieu,  dans  la  contemplation  de  ses  perfections  iufiuies,  se  lone  et  se 
glorille  sans  cesse,  comme  il  s'aime  d^uu  amour  eternel.  Toutefois,  ces 
actes  accomplis  dans  I'esseuce  divine,  n'ont  eu  d'expression  visible,  que  du 
moment  ou  une  des  Trois  Personnes,  ayant  pris  la  nature  humaine,  a  pu 
des-lors  rendre  les  devoirs  de  la  religion  a  la  glorieuse  Trinite."  Instit. 
Liturg.,  p.  17.     See  Bp.  Bull,  Doctrine  of  the  Trinity,  p.  9. 

''  Hence,  in  the  Gloria  in  Excelsis,  the  Church  links  closely  toge- 
ther "the  Onl^  Begotten  Son,  Jesus  Christ,  Lord  God,  Lamb  of 
God,  Son  of  the  Father."  The  Eastern  hymn,  "Only  Begotten,"  is  of 
precisely  the  same  tenor.  So,  too,  in  the  leadmg  passage  of  Holy 
Scripture  concerning  Christ  as  First-born,  (Col.  i.  12—20,)  that  idea  is 
placed  in  the  veiy  centre  of  an  exposition  of  His  universal  Priesthood, 
or  absorption  into  Himself  and  presentation  by  Himself,  to  God,  of  aU 
being. 

'  St.  Jolm  xiv.  6 :  "  No  man  cometh  unto  the  Father  but  by  Me." 
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tlieir  being,  as  "  sons  of  God,"  in  the  image  of  the  First 
and  Only-Begotten.  All  priesthood  imparted  to  man 
after  the  Fall  was  an  emanation  from  the  same  sonree. 
And  when  Abraham  and  his  seed  were  called,  as  wc 
have  seen  that  they  were,  to  pecnliar  sacrificial  func- 
tions, this  was  in  reality  a  special  fiat  of  primogeniture 
issued  in  their  favour.  Of  that  primogeniture,  Isaac, 
the  first,  and  (for  purposes  of  the  economy)  onlij- 
begotten  of  his  father,  was  the  especial  type  and  de- 
positary. In  his  image  Jacob  and  all  Israel  were  born, 
and  hence  are  also  acknowledged  by  God  as  His  first- 
born and  His  priests. 

These  profound  relations  underlie  the  whole  narra- 
tive of  the  Exodus,  so  far  as  it  touches  on  the  subject 
of  the  first-born.  In  his  eldest  son,  provided  he  is  his 
first-born  child,  man  beholds,  and  beholds  exhaustively, 
so  that  nothing  can  be  added  to  the  idea,  (the  female 
being  conceived  of  as  in  the  male,)  his  own  image ; 
the  re-expression,  so  to  speak,  of  himself.  This  is  the 
nearest  resemblance  on  earth  to  Divine  Paternity  and 
Sonship.  It  was,  therefore,  under  the  guidance  of 
a  sound  instinct  or  tradition  that  priesthood  was  so 
generally  associated  with  primogeniture;  and  that,  in 
the  widely  diffused  worship  of  Moloch,  the  lirst-boru 
of  man  and  cattle  were  esteemed  the  most  acceptable 
victims.  It  was  on  precisely  the  same  (lecj)  princi- 
ple that  the  Israelites  were  instructed'"  to  dedicate  to 
God,  ever  after,  all  the  first-born  eldest  sons,  to  sacrifice 
the  first-born  males  of  cattle,  and  to  kill,  or  redeem 
by  payments,  the  firstlings  even  of  unclean  aiiinuils, 
and  to  offer  up  the  first-ripe  fruits  of  the  earth:  it 
being  further  provided  that  the  priests  alone  should 

"  Exod.  xiii.  11— IG,  xxii.  29,  130,  xxiv.  iiG;  Dcut.  xxvi.  2,  xviii.  4; 
Kuii).  xviii.  12^18, 
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cat  the  first-fiiiits  wlietlicr  of  cattle  or  of  the  ground. 
All  this  rested,  unquestionably,  on  a  real,  however 
uivsterious  relation  of  all  first-born  things  to  the  First- 
born of  every  creature.  As  bearing  in  a  peculiar  man- 
ner His  iuuige,  as  the  First-born,  they  possessed  a  fit- 
ness for  God's  service  beyond  the  rest  of  creation,  and 
in  them  Avere  all  the  rest  to  be  consecrated  and  ac- 
cepted. Thus  did  He,  by  the  gift  of  primogeniture, — 
ere  yet  He  became  Incarnate, — pour  out  upon  the 
creatnre — upon  man  as  ofierer,  and  upon  the  cattle 
and  fruit  of  the  ground  as  offerings — a  measure  of 
His  Own  acceptableness  as  the  First  and  Only-Be- 
gotten and  Well-Beloved  Son. 

And  thus,  too,  light  is  thrown  upon  a  profound 
and  important  question  in  Theology,  namely,  whether 
it  is  as  God,  or  only  as  Man,  that  our  Blessed  Lord 
enters  into  the  ritual  work  of  the  Economy  :  and  if  so, 
how  this  should  be.  Doubtless  the  Church  has  ever 
believed  that  for  purposes  of  rendering  worship  to  the 
Father,  no  less  than  for  the  work  of  Redemption  in 
the  first  instance,  "  He  hath  mingled  His  Divinity 
with  our  humanity,  our  humanity  with  His  Divinity." 
He,  as  God,  is  in  us  in  our  approaches  to  God"^.  And 
why  should  He  not  be?  For,  in  the  sense  above 
ehcited  from  Holy  Scripture,  the  Son  has  been  a  Priest 
from  all  eternity.  The  Majesty  of  His  estate  forbids  not 
the  verity  of  His  Operation  :  nay,  it  is  the  very  ground 
of  it.  The  Eternal  Priesthood  lies  embedded,  germi- 
nally  at  least,  in  the  depths  of  the  Eternal  Sonship. 

Accordingly,  even  the  ministerial  priesthood,  which 
was  afterwards  established  for  Israel,  was  according  to 
primogeniture.     For  Reuben,  Simeon,  and  Levi",  the 

»  See  above,  p.  IG,  note  m. 

"  See  Gen.  xlLx.  3—7 ;  1  Chron.  x.  1,  2  ;  Deut.  xxxiii.  S— 11. 
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eldest  sons  of  Jacob,  having  been  disinherited  for  their 
sins,  the  rights  of  priesthood  appertaining  to  the  first- 
})orn  were  afterwards  restored  to  Levi,  as  represented 
by  the  house  of  his  second  son  Kohath  ^.  As  the  re- 
ward, possibly,  of  the  faith  of  Amram  and  Jochebed 
in  hiding  Moses,  powers  of  priesthood  were  at  first 
vested  provisionally  in  Moses ",  and  by  him  devolved 
in  due  time  upon  Aaron  his  elder  brother  ^  Aaron 
was  at  this  time  the  first-born  and  head,  the  recognised 
senior  member,  of  the  family  of  Israel :  Kohath's 
line  having  been  preferred  to  Gershon's,  as  Jacob 
had  been  to  Esau.  He  was  the  real  eldest  son  of 
Amram,  the  real  eldest  son  of  Kohath,  the  (preferred) 
eldest  son  of  Levi,  the  (preferred)  eldest  son  of  Jacob. 
And  thus  was  he  by  joint  birth  and  adoption  a  first- 
born high-priest ;  an  image  of  Ilim,  the  great  Iligh- 
Priest,  the  "  First-born  of  every  creature,"  the  "  Only- 
Begotten,"  not  by  adoption  or  grace,  but  by  nature, 
and  essentially.  Aaron's  sons  were  henceforth  (as 
being  in  him,  the  first-born)  the  ministering  priests  of 
Israel,  and  his  eldest  son  the  proper  high-priest. 
And  the  rest  of  the  tribe  of  Levi,  not  descended  from 
Aaron,  were  admitted  to  the  third  order  of  ministry ; 
partly  as  having  been  in  the  loins  of  Levi,  partly  as 


p  The  genealogy  stands  tlius  :— 

1.  Ileubcu.     2.  Simeon.     3.  Levi.     4.  Judali. 
I 


1.  Gershoii.    2.  Koliatli.    3.  Mtiiiii. 

I 
Aiiirani. 


»  1.  Aaron.     2.  Moses. 

1  As  to  the  priesthood  of  Moses,  see  below,  (in  this  chapter,)  and 
couip.  Ps.  xcix.  6 :  "Moses  and  Aaron  among  His  priests." 
'  Aaron  was  three  years  older  than  Moses,  (Exod.  vii.  7). 


l2 
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substitutes  for  the  first-born  of  all  Israel,  who  were 
spared  in  the  land  of  Egypt.  Thus  was  the  principle 
of  jiriniogeniture,  as  involving  rights  of  priesthood,  and 
the  remembrance  of  the  Egyptian  events  connected 
with  it,  stamped  in  various  ways  on  every  part  of 
the  ^losaic  Ministry. 

All  these,  however,  were  arrangements  either  prior 
to  the  Passover  and  Exodus,  as  the  selection  of  Moses 
and  Aaron  ;  or  subsequent  to  it,  as  the  actual  appoint- 
ment and  consecration  of  Aaron  and  his  sons.  What 
God  emphatically  took  to  Himself  at  the  Passover 
was,  not  a  selected  or  ministerial  priesthood,  but  an 
Assembly  or  Church  of  first-born  priests.  One  of  the 
most  strikinsj  characteristics  of  the  original  Passover 
was  that  there  was  no  ordained  intervention  of  a  se- 
lected order  of  priesthood.  "The  loliole  AssembJj/  of 
the  congregation  of  Israel  were  to  kill  it."  "  In  this 
festival,"  says  Philo,  writing  at  about  the  Christian 
era,  "  there  is  not,  as  at  other  times,  a  sacrifice  made 
by  priests  of  things  brought  to  the  altar  by  private 
persons-;  but,  by  the  express  injunction  of  the  law, 
the  whole  nation  coUcctiveJy  is  the  priest :  every  man 
bringing  and  offering  his  own  sacrifice,  the  whole 
people  rejoices  and  is  glad,  each  one  deeming  him- 
self to  be  honoured  with  the  functions  of  priesthood." 
And  thus  was  laid  down  an  important  axiom,  (which 
has  been  enlarged  upon  elsewhere ',)  that  the  personal 
priesthood  of  the  people  of  God  is  prior,  both  in  con- 
ception and  importance,  to  the  ministerial  priesthood 
by  which  it  is  gathered  up  for  presentation  to  God. 
The  first  care  of  God  for  His  people  in  bringing  them 
out  of  Egypt  was  to  recal  their  perverted  ivil/s  to 
Himself,   by  urging  on  them  an  act  of  proper  self- 

•  See  above,  Part  I.  ch.  ii.  pp.  208— 211. 
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dedication.  "I  spnks  not  with  your  fathers,"  says 
God  by  Jeremiah,  "  nor  connnanded  them  in  the  day 
that  I  brought  them  out  of  the  land  of  Egypt,  con- 
cerning burnt-offerings  or  sacrifices :  but  this  thing  I 
commanded  them.  Obey  My  voice,  and  I  will  be  your 
God,  and  ye  shall  be  My  people  \"  And  accordingly, 
before  Moses  went  up  into  the  Mount  to  receive  the 
details  and  ritual  ordinances  of  the  Covenant,  the 
nation  was  solemnly  reminded  of  its  priestly  standing 
before  God,  as  if  their  obedient  service  was,  after  all, 
the  main  thing ;  the  ministerial  ordinances  being  only 
a  medium  through  which  it  was  henceforth  to  be  pre- 
sented :  "  Now  therefore,  if  ye  will  obey  ]\Iy  voice 
indeed,  ye  shall  be  unto  Mc  a  kingdom  of  priests  and 
a  holy  people"." 

Thus,  then,  did  the  typical  or  foreshadowing  Cluuxh 
of  God  acquire,  at  the  Exodus,  certain  aspects  and 
titles  destined  never  to  be  laid  aside,  but  only  to 
pass  on,  with  loftier  applications,  to  the  Church  in  iicr 
archetypal  form:  such  as  "the  general  assembly  aiul 
Church  of  the  First-born/'  "  redeemed  unto  God  from 
their  vain  conversation  received  from  their  fathers  .  .  . 
with  the  blood  of  a  lamb  without  blemish;"  "kings 
and  priests  unto  God  and  their  Father  ;"  "  a  chosen 
generation,  a  royal  priesthood,  a  holy  nation"." 

'  Jcr.  vii.  22,  23. 

"  Kxod.  xix.  5,  G.  Thcro  appears  to  have  been  a  brief  prrioil  of 
obedience  at  tliis  time,  after  tlie  chiding  at  Mcribali  and  tlic  drfcat 
of  Arnalek.  Exod.  xvii. ;  comp.  Dcut.  xxxiii.  3,  rcfcmn;;  to  this  ^nmo 
time  :  "  Yea,  ITc  loved  the  people ;  all  His  saints  are  in  lliy  hand  :  and 
they  sat  down  at  His  feet ;  every  one  shall  receive  of  His  words." 

'  Hcb.  xii.  23  ;  1  Pet.  i.  18,  10,  ii.  5—0;  Itcv.  i.  0,  v.  10.  H  will 
of  course  be  understood  that  Israel  is  not  said  in  Ihe  l.xt  lo  have 
been  "redeemed"  from  all  inirniity  into  a  slate  of  salvation,  I)mI. 
only  from  the  ritual  service  of  devils  Im  u  e.-.t.-.i,.  >,n.ili..n  of  ampt- 
ablcnrss  with  God. 
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It  is  material  to  add,  however,  that  even  the  Pass- 
over involved,  by  the  necessity  of  the  case,  a  quasi- 
ministerial  office,  a  patriarchal  priesthood,  vested  in 
the  head  or  "  first-born"  of  each  household,  who 
naturally  took  the  lead  in  the  entire  transaction.  And 
out  of  this  order  of  householders  or  "  elders"  thus 
accustomed  to  preside  at  the  Passover,  as  well  as  to 
guide  in  other  respects,  both  secular  and  religious, 
the  households  of  God,  sprung  the  first  ^  generation  of 
Christian  Priests,  Presbyters,  Elders,  or  "First-born." 
It  was  from  among  heads  of  families, — as  we  learn 
from  their  name,  and  from  St.  Paul's  instructions^ 
about  the  choice  of  them, — that  these  were  taken. 
Thns  are  the  ministering  persons  in  the  Church  of 
Christ  called,  in  the  New  Testament,  by  a  name  im- 
plying sacrificial  functions,  though  not  by  the  old  title 
of  Upfis.  The  name  Presbyter  or  Priest  stamps  them 
as  the  adopted  "first-born"  among  their  brethren, 
bearing  the  image  of  "  the  First-born  of  every  crea- 
ture ;"  and  as  the  appointed  channels,  accordingly,  of 
the  earthly  sacrificial  powers  of  the  Economy. 

SECTIOJS"  YIII. 

And  now  the  nation,  thus  re-admitted  into  the  posi- 
tion from  which  they  had  fallen, — that  is,  into  the  pri- 
vileged estate  covenanted  to  them  in  Abraham,  Isaac, 
and  Jacob', — are  to  be  restored  to  the  privileged  land 
also,  there  to  exhibit  the  features,  and  to  be  exercised 
in  the  functions  and  habits,  of  an  imitative  ^  Church. 

'  On  this  subject  I  venture  to  refer  to  an  article  in  the  "  Christian 
Remembrancer,"  entitled  "Household  Religion  and  Worship,"  Jan. 
1S53,  pp.  40—46. 

^  1  Tim.  iii.  4,  5  ;  Tit.  i.  6. 

"  I  have  here  and  elsewhere  used  on  occasion  the  term  "  imitative," 
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But,  in  order  to  this,  certain  new  institutions  had 
now  been  rendered  necessary,  partly  by  the  back- 
sliding in  the  Egyptian  sojourn,  but  also  by  the  greatly 
increased  proportions  to  which  the  nation  had  attained. 
The  dispensation  committed  to  Moses  was,  in  the  strict- 
est sensed  the  old  Abrahamic  or  patriarchal  one;  l)ut 
had  to  be  expanded  to  cover  the  enlarged  area,  and 
to  meet  the  altered  moral  character,  of  the  nation. 

Now  the  instructions  given  to  the  patriarchs  were, 
it  will  be  remembered,  1.  in  a  general  wny,  and  as 
a  matter  of  ordinary  personal  duty  and  holiness,  "  to 
obey  God's  voice,  and  keep  His  charge,  Ilis  com- 
mandments. His  statutes,  and  His  laws'^;"  and  2. 
to  "  dwell  in  the  land ;"  nor  only  so,  but  to  take 
possession  of  it  for  God  by  certain  sacrificial  methods, 
and  by  those  methods  to  present  it  and  themselves 
continually  to  Him,  And  in  a  precisely  i)arallcl  way, 
when  Israel  comes  out  of  Egypt,  acknowledged  as 
God's  people  and  Abraham's  seed  through  the  resto- 
rative Passover,  there  is  given  them, — 

I.  In  the  Decalogue  and  accompanying  precepts, 

in  preference  to  "ty}iical:"  only  because  the  laltcr  wovd  lia.s,  tliroiiu'li 
long  abuse,  come  to  be  taken  in  a  sense  foreign  to  its  real  meaning;  and 
that  in  two  ways.  1.  It  is  constantly  used  as  if  the  Mosaic  "  type"  was 
a  pattern,  to  which  the  Christian  scheme  was  conformed ;  whereas  it  is 
exactly  the  contrary.  Ciiristianity  is  the  pattern,  of  which,  as  already 
existing  in  the  mind  of  God,  the  Mosaic  scheme  was  a  copy,  impress, 
(ri^iroy,)  or  imitation.  2.  It  is  taken  to  mean  unreal,  imaginary  :  just  a.s 
"legal"  aloo  is:  as  when  men  speak  of  "more  typical"  or  "legal  purifi- 
cations and  sacrifices:"  meaning  there  was  no  elFcelivc  pnriliration  or 
sacrifice  at  all.  So  "spiritual"  is  often  ajjplied  to  the  Christiau  inyi- 
tcrics,  in  the  sense  of  "  imaginary." 

>>  Comp.  Ps.  cv.  9:  "Even  the  covenant  which  lie  made  wilh 
Abraham,  and  the  oath  that  He  swarc  uiito  Isaac,  and  appninlcd  tlin 
same  to  Jacob  for  a  law,  and  to  Israel  for  an  evcrlustiiig  Icstamcnl  " 
or  covenant. 

«^  Gi-n.  xxvi.  5. 
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;i  ivncwcd  rliargc  as  to  the  ordinary  duties  towards 
God  and  man  :  and, 

II,  In  the  Tabernacle  and  its  ministrations,  an 
expansion  of  the  simpler  ritual  provisions  contained 
in  that  charge,  and  familiar  to  the  patriarchs  long  ago  : 
a  s])ccial  Presence,  a  peculiar  sacrificial  system,  where- 
by, when  they  should  come  to  dwell  in  the  land,  they 
too  were  to  dedicate  themselves  and  it  continually  to 
God,  and  receive  the  covenanted  blessings. 

In  this  manner  it  was  that, — God's  purposes  and 
man's  perversity  concurring  in  one  end,  and  running 
up  into  one  result, — was  framed  an  imitative  polity  or 
body,  exhibiting,  on  a  miniature  scale,  all  the  features 
of  the  future  redeemed  Church  of  Christ.  And  thus, 
as  we  may  remark  by  the  way,  are  easily  reconciled 
two  aspects  under  which  "  the  Law"  is  exhibited  in 
Holy  Scripture.  On  the  one  hand,  "  it  was  added 
because  of  transgressions,"  and  was  the  badge  of 
a  fall ;  and,  like  all  ?)ie?'e  law,  was  a  kind  of  provo- 
cative to  disobedience:  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
"  the  advantage  of  the  Jew  w-as  much  every  w'ay, 
because  to  him  pertained  the  adoption,  and  the  y/ory, 
and  the  service,"  i.e.  the  sonship,  and  the  Presence, 
and  the  priesthood ; — a  lovely  and  gracious  "  shadow 
of  good  things  to  come,  though  not  the  very  image 
of  the  things '\" 

Let  us  proceed  then  to  consider,  first,  that  solemn 
renewal  and  republication  of  the  ancient  covenant, 
which  is  emphatically  called  the  "Law." 

The  Law,  then,  (Heb.  Tora/i,  '  Instruction  ^')  or 
body  of  precepts  to  be  observed  by  Israel  as  the  con- 

^  Gal.  iii.  18;  Rom.  iii.  2,  ix.  4. 

'  Prom  Yarok,  "to  direct  aright,"  as  an  aim,  or  to  "set  upright," 
(Ps.  Ixiv.  4;  Gen.  xxxi.  15).  Comp.  Prov.  i.  8,  "The  law  (iorah)  of 
tliv  mother." 
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dition  of  the  covenant  between  God  and  tlicm,  falls 
into  three  several  Edicts,  or  sets  of  precepts.  These 
manifestly  correspond  to  the  distribution  made  in  the 
original  covenant^,  and  frequently  elsewhere,  into  1. 
"Commandments,"  {Mitsvoih,  specially  used  of  pro- 
hibitions^,) chiefly  natural  and  moral;  2.  "Statutes," 
{CIu'Mim^,)  or  ritual  ordinances;  and  3.  "Judg- 
ments,"  {Mishpatwi\)  cliiefly  secular  and  judici^d 
laws,  regulating  the  actions  of  common  life. 

i.  The  first  Edict  J  was  a  republication,  in  the  form 
of  Ten  "  words"  or  Commandments,  of  the  creat  uii- 
changeable  law  of  duty  towards  God  and  man  :  yet 
with  two  new  and  characteristic  features.  First,  that 
it  was  couched  almost  throughout  in  stern  neijative 
precepts'",  corresponding  to  the  perverse  and  fallen 
condition  of  the  people;  and  sec(mdly,  that  though, 
in  its  essence,  of  universal  obligation,  it  was  in  seve- 
ral points  adapted,  as  to  its  form,  to  the  Isiaclitish 

'  Gen.  xxvi.  5  :  "Because  Abraliam  kept  !My  cliarge,"  consi.slini;  of 
(says  Patrick)  "  My  commandmeuts,  My  statutes,  and  My  laws ;"  io- 
raihai,  liere  equivalent  to  mishpatai,  Deut.  vi.  1,  where  the  solemn  re- 
petition of  the  Law  as  a  whole  is  called  "commandments,  statutes,  and 
jiid.£rments."  So,  again,  in  the  great  final  charge  by  ]\[alachi  iv.  1 :  "  Ro- 
nicnibcr  ye  the  law  of  Moses  (=  the  commandincnts),  with  the  statutes 
and  judgmenJs."  In  Deut.  xii.  1  "statutes"  clearly  applies  to  ritual 
laws  following;  and  it  rarely  means  anytliiiig  else:  but  in  chap.  vi.  2t 
it  is  used  in  a  general  sense. 

«  From  isavveh,  'to  order  or  prohibit  with  aulhorily.' 

•*  From  chalcok,  'to  engrave,  dig,  mark  out'  arhilrnrili/,  as  land,  or 
a  task,  (Exod.  v.  14,)  hence  fitly  applied  to  ritual  ordinances,  as  being 
nut  necessary  or  invaria))lc,  ])\\i posUioe  institutions. 

'  From  shaphof.,  'to  judge  :'  a  strictly  legal  and  judicial  term. 

J  Exod.  XX.  1—17. 

^  Conip.  the  positive  precepts,  "Walk  Ixforc  Me,  and  be  thou  per- 
fect," "Thou  shalt  love  the  Lord  thy  God,"  &c.  It  is  rcniaikabl.-  that 
it  was  characteristic  of  Egyptian  sacred  prccejits  (hat  they  ran  "Thoii 
shalt  not."  See  a  valuable  volume  on  Egypt  jiublishrd  l)y  tlic  Religious 
Tract  Society. 
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nation  only.  By  these  links  it  was  woven  up  or 
bonded  together  into  one  with  the  ritual  and  social 
precepts  which  followed.  Thus  the  moral  basis  was 
not  separated  by  any  rigid  line  from  the  ritual  and 
secular  superstructure:  the  three  Edicts  together, 
blended  into  one  whole,  were  the  law  of  life,  and  con- 
dition of  privilege,  to  the  Israelite.  Yet  the  thought- 
ful mind  would  easily  discern,  by  observing  which 
branch  of  this  "Law," — viz.  the  Decalogue, — was 
alone  heralded  with  awful  circumstances,  and  uttered 
by  the  Voice,  and  "  written  with  the  Finger,  of  God," 
the  estimate  to  be  formed  as  to  the  comparative  im- 
portance in  God's  sight  of  the  eternal  laws  of  duty 
and  of  particular  ritual  observances. 

ii.  The  second  Edict ^,  consisting  of  "statute"  or 
ritual  law,  propounds  very  briefly,  and  in  an  unde- 
veloped form,  the  supreme  and  central  ritual  principle 
of  the  renewed  dispensation  ;  namely,  that  there  should 
be — so  it  is  implied  here,  and  expressly  ruled  after- 
wards— 1.  a  single  Altar  constructed  according  to 
certain  rules'^,  for  the  whole  nation,  and  2.  2^ peculiar 
Presence  guaranteed  to  that  altar  and  its  sacrificial 
services ^   Neither  these"  nor  the  "judgments"  which 

'  Exod.  XX.  22—26. 

°  The  altar  of  earth  (afterwards  cased  witli  wood),  or  virgin  stone, 
("  the  work  of  God  imtouclied  by  man,")  was  doubtless  in  order  to  the 
sanctification  of  the  land.  Compare  Naaman's  request  for  two  mules' 
burden  of  the  earth ;  and  the  Jewish  belief  in  its  sanctity.  On  the  in- 
junction ia  ver.  26,  comp.  what  has  been  said  above  of  "  the  coats  of 
skins"  in  Gen.  iii.  21. 

°  Ver.  23  is  a  brief  preamble  reiterating  the  substance  of  the  second 
commandment. 

°  Exod.  XX.  18—22 ;  Deut.  v.  22  -.  "  These  (ten)  words  the  Lord  spake 
unto  all  your  assembly  out  of  the  midst  of  the  fire,  of  the  cloud,  and  of 
the  thick  darkness,  with  a  great  voice,  and  He  added  no  more :  and  He 
wrote  them  on  two  tables  of  stone." 
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follow  were,  like  the  Decalogue,  addressed  to  the 
people  with  terrible  circumstances,  or  by  the  Voice  of 
God  Himself,  but  conveyed  to  them  through  ]\Ioses, 
who  thus  began  to  act  as  the  mediator  of  the  renewed 
covenant  in  those  things  which  were  peculiar  to  it. 

iii.  The  third  Edict  containing  precepts  of  a  social 
and  national  character,  is  of  much  greater  length,  occu- 
pying Exod.  xxi. — xxiii.,  entire.  It  evidently  takes  for 
its  basis  the  old  patriarchal  or  family  law,  as  the  former 
groups  had  taken  the  old  natural  and  riiaal  laws 
respectively.  It  regulates  the  duties  of  masters,  ser- 
vants, and  children  ;  the  law  of  nijuries  and  trespasses, 
and  of  other  transgressions  of  natural  and  moral  law, 
considered  as  punishable  by  man ;  and  enjoins  kind- 
ness to  widows,  fatherless,  and  poor.  But  here  appear 
also  rules  of  national  duty  in  various  matters  of  a 
rilual  kind  :  the  offering  of  first-fruits,  the  observance 
of  the  Sabbath  and  the  Sabbatical  year,  of  the  Pass- 
over, and  the  other  great  feasts  measured  from  it. 
The  paschal  prohibition  against  leaven,  and  against 
leaving  the  sacrifice  till  the  morning,  is  renewed,  and 
one  singular  precept  p,  having  a  mixed  moral  and  ritual 
bearing,  is  added.  The  peculiar  interest  of  this  third 
Edict  for  our  purpose  is,  that  it  exhibits  the  common 
life  of  the  nation,  in  all  its  details,  as  taken  up  into 
the  preternatural  sacrificial  system  of  the  dispensa- 
tion :  its  complex  whole  being  designed  to  be  ever- 
more presented  to  and  accei)ted  with  (jod,  by  regu- 
lated recourse  to  the  one  altar.  These  judgments  are 
a  terwards  more  largely  developed  into  a  variety  of 

p  "Tiiou  slialt  not  sccUic  a  kid  in  liis  niotlii-r's  milk."  A  iirrocpt 
(Idiihtless  directed  again.st  an  idolatrous  usaf^e,  (sec  Cudworlli,  p.  SA,) 
though  founded  also  on  principles  of  humanity  and  good  feeling.  It  i.i 
1I1UH  a  good  .specimen  of  the  mixed  character  of  this  third  cdid. 
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mixed  ritual   and   social  rules  scattered  througli  the 
rest  of  the  Pentateuch. 

Such,  then,  was  "  the  Law  of  Moses"  in  its  primary 
form  '^ :  such  the  terms  of  the  covenant  between  God 
and  Israel,  now  become  a  nation.  But  it  is  one  thing 
to  lay  down  the  terms  of  a  new  relation  between  God 
and  man,  and  quite  another  to  admit  man  into  that 
relation.  From  our  previous  investigations  we  should 
expect  to  find  sacrifices  intervening,  on  such  an  occa- 
sion, as  the  medium  of  admission.  And  in  this  ex- 
pectation we  are  not  disappointed.  As  Abraham  had 
off'ered  sacrifice  from  the  first  hour  that  he  rested  in  the 
land  covenanted  to  him,  and  had  been  afterwards  yet 
more  solemnly  put  in  possession  of  it  by  a  deeply 
mysterious  sacrificial  transaction ; — as  his  fallen  pos- 
terity had  been  re-admitted  sacrificially  at  the  Passover 
into  the  forfeited  or  impaired  covenant  position : — so 
now,  when  the  covenant  received  its  final  expansion, 
involving  many  new  and  exalted  privileges,  it  was  by 
sacrifice  that  they  were  instated  into  it.  It  could  not 
be  otherwise.  If  there  was  a  new  manner  of  Presence 
vouchsafed,  into  which  the  nation  was  to  be  admitted, 
nothing  but  blood  could,  by  the  universal  law  of  Pre- 
sence, remove  their  unfitness  for  entering  into  it. 
"  Blood  of  the  covenant,"  then, — that  is,  blood  avail- 
ing to  admit  into  covenant  by  removing  disqualifi- 
cations,— there  must  be.  And  in  order  to  full  recep- 
tion of  the  benefits  of  it,  there  nmst  also  be  sacrifices 
eaten,  that  they  might  in  the  highest  degree  be  "  par- 

•»  So  Kaliscli  on  Gen.  xxxiii.  20 :  "  The  sketch  of  the  fundamental 
law  is  concluded :  the  most  necessaiy  moral,  religious,  and  civil  precepts 
have  been  enjoined,  (=  the  commandments,  statutes,  and  judgments,) 
and  the  little  and  original  Book  of  the  Covenant  is  completed." 
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takers  of  the  altar,"  and  of  the  Presence.  All  this, 
accordingly,  was  done.  Moses  having  written  the  en- 
tire Law  in  a  book,  caused  certain  sacrifices,  "  burnt- 
ofFcrings  and  peace-ofiferings  of  oxen,"  to  be  offered 
on  an  altar  having  twelve  pillars.  Half  of  the  blood 
was  sprinkled  on  the  altar ;  and  the  "  Book  of  the 
Covenant"  (as  it  was  called)  was  read  by  Moses, 
and  obedience  to  its  commands  promised  by  the 
people.  The  remaining  half  of  the  blood,  pnt  into 
basins  or  cups,  was  then  sprinkled  on  them,  with  the 
words,  "  Behold  the  blood"  (or  "  This  is  the  blood," 
Heb.  ix.  20)  "  of  the  covenant  which  God  hath  made 
with  you  concerning  all  these  words." 

Then  Moses  and  Aaron,  with  Nadab  and  Abihu 
and  seventy  of  the  elders  of  Israel,  as  representatives 
of  the  people,  were  admitted  to  the  Presence  and 
glory  of  God  in  the  Mount,  and  ate  and  drank  so- 
lemnly before  Him  ;  doubtless  of  the  pcace-oli'erings  "■ 
before  mentioned. 

The  bearing  of  this  event  on  the  interpretation  of 
the  Holy  Eucharist  is  most  important  and  immediate 
The  privileged  condition  of  Israel,  in  respect  of  ad- 
missibility into  the  new  Presence,  dated  from  that 
hour.  The  imitative  Church  had  begun  its  course. 
And  accordingly  we  cannot  be  surprised  to  (iiid,  that 
this  occasion  exhibits  a  more  exact  parallel  than  any 
other  in  sacrificial  history  to  the  Institution  of  the 
I'^ucharist, — the  inauguration  of  the  very  archely[):il 
Church  itself. 

Thus,  we  have  in  the  New  Dispensation,  no  less  than 
in  the  Old,  1st,  the  recital  of  a  new  law*,  wiiirii  yet 
was  the  "old  commandment  which  was  from  tlie  be- 
ginning:"   2nd,  a  Burnt-oficring,  for  it  was  wholly 

'  Sec  Patrick,  in  loc.  '  SI.  John  xiii.  3k 
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"  given;"  and  a  Peace-offering,  for  it  was  partaken  of: 
3rd,  an  announcement,  in  the  selfsame  loords,  ("This 
is  the  Blood  of  the  covenant,")  of  the  effects  of  the 
sacrifice,  viz.  tlie  setting  on  foot  of  a  new  covenanted 
relation  between  God  and  man :  4th,  the  pecuhar 
stress  laid  on  the  hlood,  as  the  precise  instrument 
of  the  reconciliation  and  admission  now  effected : 
5th,  the  application  or  sprinkhng  of  the  blood  on  the 
whole*  Church;  visibly  and  externally  in  the  one 
case ;  invisibly,  but  with  certification  of  the  fact, 
("shed  for  you  and  for  many  for  the  remission  of 
sins;"  comp.  1  Pet.  i.  2,  "  sprinkling  of  the  Blood 
of  Jesus,")  in  the  other:  6th,  the  "pouring  out" 
{iKyyvoixevov)  into  a  cup  :  7th,  the  eating  and  drink- 
ing of  That  which  was  offered,  and  that,  too,  8th,  by 
representative  persons  ;  their  number  being  that  of  the 
twelve  pillars  of  the  altar  in  the  Mosaic  narrative : 
lastly,  their  admission  at  the  same  time,  in  and  by 
that  sacrificial  feast,  into  the  fruition  of  the  Divine 
Glory". 

SECTION  IX. 

Thus  then  was  the  Israelitish  Church  solemnly  and 
personally  admitted  by  a  baptism  of  blood — or  rather, 
as  St.  Paul  assures  us^,  of  "  water  and  blood" — into 
the  privileges  of  a  new  degree  of  covenant  with  God ; 
and  also,  by  their  representatives  the  Elders,  into 
actual   Eucharistic    communion   with    God    throuoii 

o 

'  St.  Paul,  Heb.  ix.  19,  dwells  on  tlie  sprinkling  of  tlie  blood  upon 
"  all,"  and  our  Lord  says  "  slied  for  you  and  for  many ;"  which  St.  Paul 
interprets  "  all,"  2  Cor.  v.  14!. 

"  St.  John  xvii.  22 :  "  The  glory  which  Thou  gavest  Me  I  have  given 
them."  That  tliis  refers  to  His  having  given  them  to  partake  of  the 
Eucharist  there  can  be  no  doubt  whatever.      See  St.  John  vi.  56. 

"  Hcb.  ix.  19 :  comp.  St.  John  xix.  34;  1  John  v.  6. 
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eating  of  sacrifices.  A  transaction  every  way  cor- 
responding, ill  its  sphere,  to  our  Lord's  original 
Eucharistic  sprinkling  and  feeding  of  His  Church  in 
the  persons  of  the  Apostles  had  passed  upon  them. 
It  only  remained,  in  the  one  case  as  in  the  other,  to 
give  full  form  and  development  to  the  ritnal  scheme 
under  which  they  were  to  exercise  their  allotted  func- 
tions, and  abide  in  their  new  and  glorious  position. 

For  this  purpose  the  single  and  simple  "  statute" 
of  the  Law,  as  given  on  the  ]\lount  at  the  first,  con- 
cerning the  Presence  and  the  Altar,  needed,  as  has 
been  said,  to  be  expanded  into  a  vast  code  of  pro- 
visions and  precautions  flowing  out  from  these  two 
great  Correlatives,  and  designed  to  secure  to  the  peo- 
ple the  fruition  of  the  one  through  the  means  of  the 
other.  This  was  the  immediate  object ;  the  ulterior 
design,  ever  kept  in  view  by  the  Almighty  Author, 
being  to  mould  the  national  mind  into  a  capacity  for 
the  reception  of  the  corresponding  Christian  mysteries 
and  position. 

Before  entering,  however,  upon  an  examination  of 
the  ritual  system  instituted  for  these  ends,  it  may  be 
necessary  to  remove  some  popular  misapprehensions 
respecting  it.  Thus,  alike  in  ancient  and  more  recent 
times,  a  tendency  has  been  manifested  to  magnify 
unduly,  and  indeed  to  invent,  points  of  difference  be- 
tween the  Christian  and  the  Mosaic  systems;  to  ex- 
pound Christianity,  especially  in  the  matter  of  sacri- 
fice, rather  by  contrasting  it  with  tlio  law  of  Moses, 
than  by  drawing  out  the  parallel  between  them. 
Whereas  the  structure  in  the  two  cases  is  the  sanie, 
and  was  declared  by  God  to  be  so ;  modified  only  by 
the  entering  in,  in  the  greater  system,  of  I  lie  uni(|Me 
and  inimitable   elements   of  the  Incarnation   and    lis 
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consequents''.  The  comparison  is  between  a  weak 
system  and  a  strong  one ;  between  a  far-rcacbing, 
eternal  agency,  and  one  which  is  limited  and  tem- 
porary :  not  between  two  essentially  diverse  systems, 
nor  between  a  real  agency  and  no  agency  at  all. 

Another  very  generally  prevaihng  misconception  is, 
that  the  Mosaic  system  differed  from  Christianity  in 
not  having  (in  its  own  sphere,  and  for  the  purposes 
embraced  by  it)  one  prevailing  and  supreme  Sacrifice, 
in  and  throuo-h  which  all  other  sacrifice  and  service 
was  offered  and  found  acceptance.  This  is  such  a 
cardinal  feature  of  Christianity,  that,  were  it  wanting 
in  the  ]\Iosaic  scheme,  it  is  hardly  too  much  to  say  that 
all  capital  resemblance  between  them  would  be  at  an 
end.  Where,  in  that  case,  would  be  the  divinely  gua- 
ranteed parallel?  Or  how,  it  may  be  asked,  could  men 
learn  reliance  on  One  Only  Sacrifice,  and  One  Only 
Priest,  by  their  nurture  under  a  system  exhibiting  no 
such  singleness  and  centralization  of  sacrificial  and 
priestly  power?  And  accordingly  there  is,  in  reality, 
no  feature  in  the  Mosaic  scheme  more  clear  or  more 
characteristic  than  this,  —  the  centralization  of  the 
entire  sacrificial  jioicer  of  a  vast  system  in  one  altar ; 
nor  only  so,  hiot  also  in  one  sacrifice,  once  offered  and 
for  ever  after  continually  exhibited  and  pleaded  before 
God.  The  only  reservation  to  be  made  as  to  the 
latter  part  of  this  statement  is  that  which  St.  Paul 
dwells  on^;  that  the  continual  exhibition  and  pleading 

*  This  is  plainly  the  scope  of  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews.  The 
parallel  is  urged  throughout  as  the  basis  of  argument ;  the  differentiating 
elements  being  the  loftier  sphere  (is.  11— 2i),  the  transcendent  power 
(ix.  14—23),  and  the  perpetual  validity  (x.  10—18)  of  a  Divine  Sacri- 
fice. A  single  point  of  contrast  as  to  structure  is  dwelt  on  in  xiii.  10, 
]1 ;  and  even  this  arises  out  of  the  fact  of  our  sin-offering,  Christ,  being 
divine  and  eternal.  j  Heb.  x.  1   11. 
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was  effected,  in  tlie  IMosaic  system,  by  repetillon  aiul 
renewal,  yearly  and  daily,  of  fresh  sacrifices  of  tlie 
same  kind  ;  not  by  the  literal  continued  ])rcsentation 
(wliich  of  course  could  not  be)  of  one  and  the  .sv/w^ 
sacrifice.  The  scheme  is  manifestly  this  : — The  faith 
of  Abraham,  which  is  by  universal  confession  the 
ground  of  Israel's  position  with  God,  resolves  itself, 
as  we  have  seen,  as  its  highest  and  all-inclusive  mani- 
festation, into  the  sacrifice  of  Isaac.  And  that  august 
sacrifice  was  ever  after,  in  a  mystery,  presented  on 
the  altar,  in  the  form  of  the  originally  substituted 
Jamh.  To  secure  inherence  in  that  one  sacrifice  was 
the  (jbject  of  all  other  sacrifices,  sprinklings,  religious 
feastings,  washings,  forbearance  from  particular  kinds 
of  food ;  of  all  ceremonies,  precautions,  and  remedies 
whatsoever. 

We  have  here  the  perfect  resemblance  and  image 
of  Christ's  Sacrifice  of  Himself,  offered  once  for  all  on 
the  Cross,  like  Isaac's  on  Moriah,  and  perpetuated 
before  the  True  Presence  in  Heaven.  AA'e  have  cir- 
cumcision as  the  exact  counterpart  of  Piij)tism,  not 
merely  "putting  away"  as  doubtless  it  did  "the  filth," 
or  ritual  unfitness,  "  of  the  flesh,"  and  imparting 
strength  to  serve  God  under  that  econoniy  :  but  also 
enfeoffing  and  engrafting  the  chosen  seed  one  by  one 
into  the  mystical  sphere''  jirovidcd  lor  them,  into 
a  mysterious  relation  of  spiritual  kindred  to- Abraham 
the  great  father,  and  to  Isaac  tlu;  well-beloved  and 
only-begotten  son;  and  laying"  each  one;  with  accept- 
ance, in  a  mystery,  in  the  one  laiiil),  before  the  Pre- 
sence. We  have  to  all  intents  and  purposes  (in  the 
Passover  and  in  other  personal  sacrifices  brought  to 
the  altar)  eucharists,  meniorially  presenting   the  one 

«  buc  above,  pp.  101—110.  '  Kxod.  .\xviii.  3S     IG. 
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sncrifk'o,  aiul  makinp;  tliLMii  partakers  of  it,  and  in  it 
of  all  covenanted  blessings.  We  have  (in  tlie  sin- 
oflerings  and  other  pnrifications),  as  will  be  seen  pre- 
sently, absolntions  removing  from  time  to  time  inci- 
dental unfitness  for  approach  to  the  sanctuary. 

And  it  is,  unquestionably,  the  part  of  faith 
to  belieVe  that  every  single  particular,  however 
minute  or  apparently  trivial,  laid  down  in  the  Mo- 
saic law,  had  a  real  capacity  and  a  commission  to 
these  purposes.  Our  belief  alike  in  the  goodness 
and  wisdom  of  God  forbids  us  to  suppose,  that  a 
single  ceremony,  or  feature  of  a  ceremony,  was  super- 
fluous. They  were  ordained  because  they  were  neces- 
sary ;  not  in  order  to  burden  men,  but  because  in 
no  other  way  could  the  provided  blessings  be  realized. 
And  it  may  be  added,  that  thus  viewing  them,  we 
need  not  be  disquieted  at  finding  that  the  exact 
design  of  some  of  them  baffles  our  discernment,  and 
was  perhaps  entirely  unknown  to  those  who  were 
the  subjects  of  them.  They  doubtless  answered  their 
purpose  at  the  time,  whether  understood  or  not. 
Whereas  the  mere  typologist,  who  recognises  in  this 
elaborate  system  a  mere  bodiless  reflection  of  the 
Gospel,  is  unable  to  render  any  account  of  very  many 
of  its  features.  But  let  them  be  acknowledged  to 
have  had  some  task  to  perform,  however  humble  or 
to  us  unknown,  in  an  august  scheme  of  realities, 
and  they  at  once  take  their  place  among  the  efl'ective 
and  admirable  works  of  God. 

Having  thus  vindicated  the  Mosaic  system,  as  to 
its  general  structure  and  character,  from  some  pre- 
vaihng  misconceptions,  we  may  proceed  to  consider 
the  manner  in  which  it  was  adapted  to  carry  out 
its  purpose. 
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It  may  conduce  to  clearness,  then,  to  observe  that 
the  ritual  system  delivered  through  Moses,  thouo'li 
forming  in  itself  a  compact  unity,  is  properly  sepa- 
rable into  two  departments,  the  higher  and  the  lov^-er  -. 
the  one  consisting  of  the  loftier  and  never-failinsr 
work  carried  on  hy  the  high-priest  and  priest,  on 
hehalf  of  the  people,  and  independently  of  any  per- 
sonal action  of  theirs  :  the  other  of  the  methods  bv 
which  the  people  from  time  to  time  entered  personally 
into  connection  with  it.  It  was  concerning  \\\q.  former 
of  these  only  that  Moses,  when,  after  the  solemn 
inauguration  of  the  Covenant  lately  described,  he 
went  up  into  the  Mount  for  forty  days  and  nights, 
received  instruction.  These  are  contained  in  chapters 
XXV.  —  xxxi.  of  Exodus :  and  the  remainder  of  the. 
Book  is  occupied  (with  only  the  episode  of  the  calf- 
worship)  with  the  formation  of  the  tabernacle  and 
the  setting  on  foot  of  its  ministrations.  The  manner 
in  which  the  people  both  as  a  nation  and  as  indi- 
viduals should  draw  near  in  person  to  avail  them- 
selves of  that  ministration,  formed  the  subject  of 
a  fresh  communication  proceeding  out  of  the  taber- 
nacle Presence,  and  is  reserved  for  the  Books  of  Levi- 
ticus and  Numbers. 

Let  us  therefore  first  consider  the  mode  of  tho 
Tabernacle  service,  in  the  loftier  dej)artment  of  its 
ministration,  and  apart  from  the  actual  approacli  of 
the  people  to  it. 

Two  things,  then,  were  provided,  1st,  a  Home  and 
Dwelling  Place  for  the  awful  yet  beatifying  J'rcsciu'c  ; 
2ndly,  certain  means  of  access  to  it  through  sacrificial 
and  priestly  media. 

I.  The  inner  chamber  of  the  Tabernacle,  the  Sanc- 
tuary or  Holiest  I'liicc,   was  beyond   all   (pusliou   an 
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nt'tuiil  spocinl  nbode  of  God  Almiglity,  enjoying  a 
degree  of  His  Presence  transcending  all  other  spots 
on  earth.  Tiiat  any  writer^  should  have  been  found 
to  deny  this  only  shews  how  perverted  has  been  on 
occasion  the  theological  vision  of  well-meaning  men. 
The  Scripture  is  express"  on  the  subject.  The  only 
(piestion  is  as  to  the  exact  purpose  of  that  Presence. 
J^ut  neither  on  this  point  are  we  left  in  any  doubt. 
The  Presence  was  no  vague  irrespective  one.  Its 
purpose  was  declared  by  the  manner  of  its  dwelling^. 
It  was  a  Prtsence,  as  of  Majesty,  so  also  and  em- 
phatically of  Mercy  ;  and  having  special  and  exclusive 
reference,  in  both  characters,  to  the  subjects  of  the 
lately  given  Dispensation.  The  Shechinah  or  Glory, 
and  the  Cherubim  (formed  in  imitation  of  the  re- 
vealed® media  of  God's  Presence  and  Insession  as 
the  Governor  of  the  world),  and  the  gold  overlaying 
both  them  and  the  ark,  bespoke  the  present  ]\Iajesty. 
But  the  cloud  protecting  from  the  fiery  Glory,  and 
the  concealment  within  the  ark  (by  means  of  the  solid 
golden  cover,  "  mercy-seat,"  or  "  propitiation")  of  the 
"  Ten  Words"  so  lately  imparted    in  thunders,   be- 

^  As  e.g.  Jolmstoue,  Israel  after  the  Flesh.  Ebrard  (iu  Heb.  ix.  1 — 10, 
p.  2G1,)  first  aUov/s  and  then  explains  it  a-svay  :  see  p.  208  :  "Of  course 
the  atonement  was  only  symboliccd  and  typical,  as  was  the  representa- 
tion (i.e.  the  Sheeliinah)  of  the  Presence  of  God,  and  the  beholding  of 
God."     Comp.  Exod.  xxiv.  11  :  "They  saw  God." 

'  Exod.  XXV.  8,  xxix.  45  ;  Lev.  xxvi.  11,  12  :  "Let  them  make  Me 
a  Sanctuary,  that  I  may  dwell  among  them  ;"  "  and  I  v.'ill  dwcU  among 
the  children  of  Israel;"  "and  I  will  walk  among  you,  and  will  be  your 
God." 

"  Exod.  XXV.  10,  20. 

"  Ezek.  i.,  X.,  xi.  22  ;  Rev.  iv.,  v.  On  this  subject  see  Biihr's  "Sym- 
bolism of  the  Mosaic  Worship,"  s.  31 ;  Hengstenberg,  "  Egypt  and 
Moses,"  p.  153.  And  for  proof  that  the  Cherubim  are  not  due  to 
Egypt,  but  are  a  Divine  reahty,  see  an  ai-ticle  in  the  "Cluristiaa 
Hemembrancer,"  Oct.  ISGO. 
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spoke  no  less  the  merciful  connivance^  of  God  at  im- 
perfect obedience  to  that  L;i\v°.  It  was,  then,  1st,  as 
the  Covenant^  God  of  Israel  tb.at  He  was  present 
there;  and  Siidly,  as  administering  that  coveninit 
with  mercy. 

Thuj5,  then,  for  all  purposes  connected  with  the 
Covenant:  that  is,  to  admit  the  chosen  people  to 
a  special  measure  of  His  Presence,  to  accept  tiieir 
service  and  their  persons,  and  he  their  oracle  and 
guide, — to  make  them  holy  and  happy  in  the  dei^rec 
in  which  they  were  capable  of  holiness  and  happiness 
under  that  dispensation  ; — to  a  degree,  that  is,  beyond 
the  rest  of  mankind,  though  still  far  short  of  the 
Gospel  measure; — in   order  to  these  })tu'poses,    Goil 

'  That  this  was  i\\e  significance  of  these  arrangcniciits  is  admit  led  liy 
the  best  commentators.  Thus  Ebrard  :  "  The  words  of  the  testimony," 
(i.e.  the  decalogue,)  "must  needs  be  'covereil,'  so  tliat  the  eye  of  God 
miglit  not  fall  on  those  words  which  were  an  act  of  accusation  against 
the  people.  The  dead  cover,  however,  did  not  suffice  to  turn  away  penal 
justice.  For  this  there  was  necessarily  an  actual  atonement  f(n-  guilt, 
the  priest  must  every  year  carry  the  blood  and  sprinkle  it,"  &c.  lie 
proceeds  to  say,  with  the  strange  inconsistency  shurrd  h\  all  writers  on 
lliis  subject,  that  "  of  course  this  atonement  [whicli  he  had  ju.sl  called 
"actual"]  was  only  symbolical  and  typical,  as  was  the  rcprescntatiou  of 
the  Presence  of  God." 

«  An  allusion  to  these  arrangements  runs  through  the  luMiilciitiiil 
introduction  to  our  Daily  Service :  "  Hide  Thy  Face  from  my  sins  .  .  .  : 
not  to  dissemble  or  elokc  them  before  the  Face  of  Almighty  (iod  ;  .  .  .  lo 
accompany  me  to  the  Tliroue  of  the  heaVLniy  grace,  (llcb.  iv.  ]('>). .  .  W  <• 
have  offended  against  Thy  holy  laws." 

*>  So  Ebrard,  rightly ;  adding,  "  not  as  the  Creator  and  Governor  of  I  he 
world;  as  .such  lie  dwelt  in  Heaven;"  and  this  perhaps  is  the  soludoii 
of  that  well-known  difficulty  respecting  the  saeriliccs  oflVred  to  (Jod  iu 
"higii  places,"  (see  CalrneT,  Hauls  Lieux  ;  Smith's  Dictionary,  "  Hig'' 
riacea.")  It  was  forl)idden,  not  as  being  in  ilsrlf  sinful,  or  altogellirr 
uifiieccpfabic  to  God,  but  as  nnih'rviduing  and  failing  to  procure  tlio 
peculiar  blessings  attached  to  the  Talicrnacl.!  I'rcscnec  and  A!'.i 
Jt  wa.s,  like  the  descent  into  Egypt,  a  faUing  back  ou  ibc  piiMlr/'i 
of  merely  natural  or  Gentile  religion. 
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dwL'lt  ill  tlic  lloly  of  Holies.  Such  was  His  Own 
giacious  })roiiiise :  "There  will  I  meet  thee,  and  com- 
mune with  thee:  ....  there  I  will  meet  with  the 
children  of  Israel,  and  Israel'  shall  be  sanctified  by 
^ly  glory  ...  and  I  will  dwell  among  the  children 
of  Israel  and  will  be  their  God." 

But  by  what  means  should  this  Place,  thus  fur- 
nished, be  fitted  to  become,  what  as  a  mere  structure 
of  earthly  elements  it  was  not,  a  special  abode  of 
God,  though  still,  as  St.  Paul  says,  His  "  eartldy 
sanctuary  ?"  And  how,  again,  should  the  "  golden 
cover"  acquire  its  poAver  to  ensure  the  continuance  of 
that  Presence,  notwithstanding  the  sins  of  Israel,  by 
hiding  them  from  the  Divine  Eye  ? 

I,  In  common  with  the  less  holy  Place,  the  Holiest'", 
"  and  all  that  was  therein,"  was  anointed  with  an  oil 
compounded  under  Divine  direction  and  called  "  the 
holy  anointing  oil."  The  application  of  this  would,  it 
was  promised  \  impart  (doubtless  by  the  oj)eration  of 
the  lioly  Spirit)  real  holiness  or  fitness  for  God's 
abode  and  use. 

But  2.  since,  by  contact  with  the  sin  of  the  people 
among  whom  it  was  placed,  it  was  liable  to  contract"" 
fresh  unfitness,  it  was  at  the  first,  and  year  by  year"" 

'■  So  the  margiu,  rightly.     Exod.  xxv.  22,  xxix.  43 — 46. 

^  Exod.  XXX.  26—38,  xl.  9. 

'  "Thou  shalt  anoint  the  Tabernacle  therewith,  and  the  ark  of  the 
Testimony,  .  .  .  and  thou  shalt  sanctify  them,  that  they  may  be  most 
holy  .  .  .  whatsoever  toucheth  them  shall  be  holy."  xxx.  29. 

"  Lev.  xvi.  15,  16  :  "  And  he  shall  sprinkle  it  upon  (rather  towards) 
the  mercy -seat,  and  he  shall  make  an  atonement  for  the  holy  (i.e.  holiest) 
place,  because  of  the  uncleanuess  of  the  childi-en  of  Israel :  .  .  .  and  so 
shall  he  do  for  the  tabernacle  of  meeting  (with  God)  that  dwelleth 
among  them  in  the  midst  of  their  mcleamiess." 

°  It  would  seem  that  the  original  institution  was  that  the  Holiest 
Place  should  be  "  purified"  by  the  application  of  the  blood  of  a  yearly 
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ever  after,  to  have  that  fitness  preserved  to  it,  not- 
withstanding that  sin,  by  the  blood  of  animals  slain 
as  sin-ofFerings  and  sprinkled  within  it,  towards  the 
Mercy-seat  more  especially.  Perfectly  parallel  to  this 
was  it,  that,  when  the  Lord  of  Glory  pitched  the  Trne 
Tabernacle  among  men,  the  nature  which  He  took 
was  at  the  first,  and  sufficiently  for  His  Own  in- 
dwelling therein,  consecrated  by  the  operation  of  the 
Holy  Spirit  at  His  Conception.  But  when  the  ques- 
tion was,  further,  of  that  Holy  l^ody  being  brought 
into  close  contact  with  man's  sin,  and  specially  of  Its 
adaptation  to  come,  like  the  precious  "golden  cover," 
between  man's  sin  and  his  God,  and  to  hide  it  from 
His  Eyes  ; — then  the  True  Tabernacle  itself  and  the 
True  "  Mercy-seat"  had  to  be  sprinkled  once  for  all, 
or  "purified,"  (adapted,  that  is,  for  the  purpose)  with 
the  Blood  of  the  One  True  Sin-oflering", 

H.  But  next,  as   to   the  means  of  access  to  this 
Holiest  Place.     By  what  means  was  the  nation  to  be 

siii-offcnng  to  the  bonis  of  tlic  altar  of  incense,  (Exotl.  xxx.  10):  dial 
altar  Ijcing  at  tlic  tirst  placed  tlicro,  (Helj.  ix.  \,  -wIkto  it  is  t-allcd 
"ceuscr").  But  when  Nadab  and  Abilui  sinned  tjv  otlcrini,'  slran-^o 
fire  upon  it,  (Lev.  x.  1,)  the  altar,  and  with  it  the  (hi/j/  incense,  was  re- 
moved outside  the  vail ;  and  thereupon  a  new  ordinance  of  a  more 
stringent  kind  was  organized  for  the  yearly  pnrilicalion  of  the  Holiest 
Place.  The  blood  of  those  olferingB  was  still  to  be  applied  to  the  horn.s  of 
the  altar  of  incense  ;  but  it  was  now  to  be  sprinkled,  bi'iiideit,  seven 
times  before  the  mercy-seat  within  tlie  Holiest  I'laee ;  and  also  seven 
times  upon  the  altar  of  incense.    Lev.  xvi.  12 — 11). 

"  One  word  as  to  the  sense  in  which  this  lerni  "True"  Tnliernai-le, 
and  the  like,  is  used  by  St.  Pan  I,  and  iiy  our  Lnnl  Himself.  Dean 
Trench,  in  his  valuable  Commenlary  on  liie  Seven  Kjiistles  ni  I  he  J{eve- 
lation,  (iii.  7,)  i)oinls  out  willi  much  force  the  sen.sc  of  "True" 
{a.\7}0  fhs)  in  all  such  eases:  "That  is  iAT/Oa-J/j  which  fnllils  ifs  own 
idea  to  the  highest  possible  point,  ...  as  contrasted  willi  all  imperfiTt 
aiid  ])artial  realizations  of  the  idi-a.  Thus  Christ  i.s  I  lie  true  LiK'lil, 
true  Bread,  true  Vine.  Tiie  antithesis  id  not  between  true  nnd  luise, 
but  between  perfecl  ami  imperfect." 
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broiiglit  to  abide  continually  (which  was  the  great 
matter  after  all)  in  this  continual  Presence?  I  speak 
not  now  of  their  approach  by  acts  of  their  own,  and 
in  their  own  persons ; — that,  by  its  very  nature,  could 
not  be  continual,  but  only  intermitted  : — but  of  their 
mystical  approich ;  of  divinely  provided,  unfailing, 
and  ever-sustaining  media  of  presentation,  bearing 
theiu  up  in  a  deep  mystery  before  the  Presence,  and 
beatifying  them  in  it?  These  we  must  seek  in  the 
furniture  and  the  arrangements  for  the  continual  ser- 
vice of  the  sanctuary,  provided  in  the  outer  Holy 
place,  and  in  the  court  of  the  Tabernacle. 

i.  The  centre  and  core  of  these  arrangements  was, 
as  the  brief  Sinaitic  code  had  presignified,  the  Altar 
of  Burnt-offering.  As  to  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
to  discharge  its  mysterious  function,  it  is  to  be  ob- 
served, that  it  stood  not  alone.  A  manifold  and 
august  apparatus  of  powers,  vested  in  persons  and 
things,  gathered  about  it,  and  co-operated  with  it. 
These  will  be  found  conveniently  summed  up  in  the 
instructions  to  Bezaleel  and  Aholiab  in  Exodus  xxxi. 
8 — 11,  and  in  the  record  of  the  first  setting  up  of  the 
Tabernacle  by  Moses,  Exodus  xl. 

The  material  apparatus,  then,  was  as  follows:  — 
1.  The  altar  of  Burnt-offering  itself.  2.  The  Altar  of 
Incense.  3.  The  Table  of  Shew-bread.  4.  The 
Candlestick  with  its  seven  lamps  :  (all  these  had  cer- 
tain vessels  and  instruments,  or  "furniture").  5.  The 
Laver.  6.  The  liolv  anointino:  oil.  7.  The  continual 
Burnt-offerinj?  of  a  lamb.  8.  The  continual  "Meat- 
offering"  of  bread  and  wine,  salt  and  frankincense. 
9.  Tiie  perpetual  fire,  10.  The  peculiar  perfume  or 
perpetual  Incense.  11.  The  Shew-bread,  12.  The  oil 
for  the  candlestick, — The  personal  apparatus,  again, 
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consisted  of  1.  The  High  Priest.  2.  The  Priests. 
3.  Their  garments. — To  these  there  was  added,  in  a 
manner'^  which  tends  to  assign  to  it  an  important 
office  among  the  actual  powers  of  the  dispensation, 
and  not  as  a-  mere  law,  the  observation  of  the  Sabbath 
by  abstinence  from  all  labour. 

All  these  appliances  were,  as  is  well  known,  matter 
of  exact  Divine  ordinance,  as  to  substance,  form,  and 
arrangement.  As  to  the  last  point,  the  altar  of  burnt- 
offering  was  set  in  the  court  of  the  Tabernacle,  mid- 
wa}'  in  its  nearer  or  eastern  end,  and  near  the  door  of 
entrance  ; — the  laver  between  it  and  the  Tabernacle  ; 
• — the  altar  of  incense,  at   first,  as  it   seems'',  in  the 


1  It  is  specified  in  Exod.  xxxi.  13,  after  the  other  media  of  saiictifie.v 
tion,  and  as  if  to  be  reckoned  among  tliem  :  "  Speak  tliou  also  ...  It  is 
a  sign  between  Me  and  you ;  that  yc  may  know  that  I  am  the  Lord  that 
doth  sanctify  you." 

'  This  is  a  point  naturally  much  debated  amongst  theologians :  St. 
Paul  distinctly  affirming,  Ilcb.  ix.,  that  the  altar  of  incense  was  part  of 
the  furniture  of  the  Holiest  Place :  and  yet  as  distinctly  teaching,  Ihat 
none  but  the  High-priest  ever  entered  the  place,  and  he  but  onceu-year: 
so  that  the  daihj  incense  cannot  have  been  burnt  there,  nor  llie  altar 
have  had  i)lace  therein.  Many  solutions  have  been  propounded,  and 
may  be  seen  in  Ebrard  in  Ileb.  ix.  (p.  2Gi,  Clark's  Trans.)  Ebrard 
adopts,  with  others,  the  nearest  to  the  true  one:  viz.  that  "the  altar 
stood  indeed  in  the  holy  place,  but  referred  so  especially  to  the  Holiest" 
that  it  might  be  reckoned  to  belong  to  it.  But  he  vainly  aUcmpts  to 
explain  away  St.  Paul's  saying  that  the  holiest  "had"  tiie  altar  of  in- 
cense. The  entire  account  of  the  matter  is, — as  closer  cxauiinulion  ren- 
ders all  but  certain, — that  Moses  did,  at  (he  ,///•*/  Mukiny  of  llic  T«l)er- 
iiaele,  (and  this  is  what  St.  J'aul  is  describing,  vcr.  2.)  put  (ho  altar 
tlicre.  Such  at  least  is  the  more  natural  rendering  of  ICxod.  xxx.: 
'"J'liou  slialt  ])ut  it  before  the  vail,"  and  yet  again,  '-Ix-fore  (he  Mcrey- 
seat"  .  .  .  "where  I  will  speak  unto  thee."  Again,  xl.  5,  "  Thou  slialt 
t-et  (lie  altar  of  incense  before  the  ark  of  the  tcsliniony  ;"  and  xxx.  HO, 
"Thou  ?lialt  |)ut  of  it  (the  incense)  before  (he  testimony."  It  I.h  duo 
\\(\f,mi(jU  still  mean  with  the  vail  intervening,  as  in  the  rase  of  (li« 
table  and  candlestick;  but  in  xl.  22-20  a  ehvir  distinrtion  i»  nuuic 
between    (lie    positions:    tliey   two   are   rcilhuid    tiie    vail,   one    over 
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Holiest  Place,  midway,  and  just  within  the  vail; 
afterwards  in  the  holy  plaee,  just  outside  the  vail,  but 
still  midway,  and  so  in  a  line  between  the  great  allar 
and  the  mercy-seat, — on  the  great  highway,  as  we 
shall  presently  see,  of  sacrificial  power,  and  a  most 
imj)ortant  element  in  it.  The  table  with  its  shew- 
brcad  was  set  on  the  north  side  of  the  outer  place ; 
the  candlestick  on  the  south  side. 

ii.  The  next  step  was''  to  remove  from  these  things 
and  places  their  natural  incapacity  for  the  divine  ser- 
vice, and  to  endue  them  with  sacrificial  powers  for  the 
discharge  of  their  distinct  functions.  Accordingly, 
Aaron  and  his  sons  havina;  been  washed  with  water  and 
clothed  in  their  garments,  the  holy  oil  was  applied  to 
the  place  and  to  all  the  furniture,  and  also  poured 
largely  on  Aaron's  head.  Then  (Moses  acting  as 
priest  throughout)  a  sin-offering,  into  the  virtue  of 
which   these  persons  were  admitted  by  laying  their 

against  the  other;  but  the  altar  is  before  the  vail.  This  is  aU  but  con- 
clusive.— Here,  then,  I  doubt  not,  Moses  burnt  incense,  xl.  27 ;  as  did 
Aaron  at  the  first,  (Lev.  ix.  16,  -with  Exod.  xxx.  7,)  and  his  sons,  till 
two  of  them  offering  strange  incense  (Lev.  x.,  xvi.)  perished;  where- 
upon (xvi.  2—31)  the  personal  access  to  the  Holiest  was  limited  to 
once  a-year,  and  the  altar  of  incense  placed  outside  it :  the  incense, 
however,  still  penetrating  to  it,  and  carrying  the  slain  sacrifices  with  it. 
St.  Paul  was  not  concerned  to  notice  the  change  which  fui-nishes  the 
key  to  his  apparent  self-contradiction.  Thus,  as  in  so  many  other  cases, 
the  sin  of  man  modified,  not  indeed  the  counsels  of  God,  but  the  mode 
of  carrj'ing  them  out,  (see  Acts  iv.  28).  The  access  of  man  to  the  Pre- 
sence was  thrown  back  a  stage.  To  the  original  and  simple  anointing 
of  the  horns  of  the  altar  once  a-year,  the  scape-goat  and  the  rest  of  the 
awful  ceremonies  of  the  great  Day  of  Atonement  were  now  "  added  be- 
cause of  transgressions ;"  and  the  new  aiTaugement  fm-uished  a  new 
note  of  inferiority  in  the  Law ;  personal  access  into  even  the  eai-thly 
holy  of  holies  being  not  yet  fully  but  only  intermittently  laid  open. 

'  The  mandate  for  the  consecration  is  given  Exod.  xxix.  1 — 37,  xxx. 
22—37,  xl.  9 — ]  5  ;  the  consecration  itself  in  Lev.  viii.  entire.  All  these 
passages  should  be  carefully  studied,  with  Ezek.  xliii. 
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liaiuls  on  it,  "  purified  the  altar  and  sanctified  it,  to 
make  reconciliation  upon  it ;"  i.e.  to  endue  it  with 
powers  for  reconciliation  co-ordinately  with  the  sacri- 
fices which  should  be  offered  upon  it : — a  burnt -off erincj 
presented  them  and  all  these  things  with  acceptance 
for  the  discharge  of  all  sacrificial  work  : — and  a  jjcace- 
offering,  divided  and  partaken  of  in  the  usual  manner, 
between  1.  the  altar,  2.  Moses  as  priest,  and  3.  Aaron 
and  his  sons  as  worshippers,  admitted  the  new  priest- 
hood to  full  consecration  by  application  of  the  blood 
to  the  right  ear,  hand,  and  foot ;  by  the  filling  of  their 
hands*,  as  offerers;  and  by  communion ;  the  anoint- 
ing oil  and  the  blood  being  also  sprinkled  on  the  in. 

Such  was  the  ''consecration"  of  the  tabernacle, 
altar,  and  priests,  by  holy  oil,  and  water  and  blood ; 
renewed  daily  in  the  case  of  the  priests  by  washing 
liands  and  feet  in  the  consecrated  brazen  laver,  and  of 
the  High  Priest  by  a  daily  meat-offering.  A  process, 
be  it  observed,  not  merely  corrective  of  natural  unfit- 
ness for  any  service,  but  also  imparting  new  and  real 
j)owers  for  "  bearing"  and  neutralizing  sins  against  the 
covenant.  This  consecration  corresponded  throughout 
to  that  of  Christ,  the  True  Tabernacle,  Altar,  and 
Priest,  to  His  Office,  by  "the  Spirit  and  the  Water 
and  the  Blood"," — by  His  Conception,  i')apti>in,  and 
Passion;  —  and  specially  by  the  ai)plication  of  II is 
Own  Blood  to  His  Own  Pcjdy  by  Hiinsrlf\  through 

'  See  mcargin  of  Exod.  xxix.  9,  22,  31,  wlicrc  llic  llcbrrw  is  "to  lill 
the  bauds"  willi  the  parts  of  the  pcacc-oflcriii,[,'s. 

"  1  St.  Jolin  V.  G:  "This  is  He  that  came  by  Water  and  IUmcmI,  .It-MW 
the  Christ;"  i.e.  whose  desifjnat  ion  as  ile  tliat  sliouhl  conic,  or  "  tho 
Anointed  One,"  wa.s  attested  and  conveyed  by  lli-s  Baptism  and  I'liahioii ; 
"  the  Spirit  also  bearing  witness." 

»  SI.  John  xvii.  19:    "I'or  their  sakes    I   sanctify   .Myself."    llrl). 


172         THE  rRiNcii'i.KS  or  divini-:  skrvick.     [chaim. 

the  Eternal  Spirit.  Profound  as  the  mystery  is,  it  is 
not  to  be  doubted  that,  since  other  consecration  there 
could  be  none,  He  consecrated  Himself  by  His  Own 
Bh)od  : — Himself  His  Own  Siu-ofFering,  not  to  purify 
Himself,  for  this  He  needed  not,  but  to  impart  to  Him 
new  functions  and  powers,  enabling  Him  to  "  bear 
the  sin  of  many ;" — His  Own  Burnt-OfFering,  pre- 
senting His  Human  Nature  with  full  acceptance  for 
all  purposes  of  Priesthood  ; — His  Own  Peace-OfFering, 
fill  ins:  His  Own  Holv  Hands  ^  with  His  Offerino;  of 
Himself: — nay,  as  many  of  old  have  held,  par  tailing''', 
in  profoundest  mystery,  of  the  Sacrament  of  His  Own 
Body  and  Blood ;  and  so  not  baptized  only,  but 
eucharistized  also,  into  the  High  Priesthood  of  the 
world  ^ 

iii.  All  was  now  ready  for  the  august  work  of  the 
continual  presentation  of  Israel,  with  full  acceptance, 
in  the  covenanted  Presence :  for  the  fruition  of  God 
by  man,  and  of  man  by  God.  The  mode  in  which 
this  exalted  economy  was  actually  carried  out  de- 
mands our  closest  attention,  and  may  properly  form 
the  subject  of  a  separate  section. 

y  So  the  Liturgies  of  the  East,  with  oue  consent,  make  mucli  of  the 
"taking  into  the  Hands  :" — "took  bread  in  His  Holy  and  spotless  and 
pure  (S.  Jas.,  S.Mark,  S.  Clu-ys.),  immortal  (S.  Jas.),  divine  (Armen.), 
blessed  and  lifegiving  (Copt.  S.  Bas.)  Hands." 

*  See  the  authorities  of  SS.  Irenaeus,  Jerome,  Chrysostom,  and  certain 
Egyptian  and  Syriac  Liturgies  for  this  opinion,  ap.  Neale,  Gen.  Introd., 
p.  470. 

"  Our  Lord's  Passion  certainly  had  a  threefold  power.  1.  It  was  the 
crown  and  completion  of  His  consecratory  sufferings  :  the  same  action 
perfected  His  priesthood  and  discharged  the  work  of  it.  2.  It  was  the 
means  (so  Aquinas,  Anselra,  Estius,  &c.)  of  bringing  Himself  again  from 
the  dead,  through  the  blood  of  the  everlasting  covenant  (Heb.  xiii.  20), 
that  is,  the  blood  of  a  Sinless  One,  to  which  by  the  ancient  "hand- 
writing," or  bond,  such  power  had  been  promised.  3.  It  delivered  all 
mankind  from  everlastinsr  dcatli. 
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SECTION  X. 

I.  In  tlie  Lamb,  then,  offered  morning  and  eveniiii;;, 
and  burning  slowly  day  and  night  without  intermis- 
sion upon  the  Altar  of  burnt-offering,  all  Israel  in 
a  deep  mystery,  yet  in  profoundest  reality,  lay  aud 
was  perpetually  presented  before  God.  Yet  was  the 
lamb  not  offered  by  itself,  apart  from  another  vehiele ; 
Imt,  as  the  manner  had  been  in  all  ages,  through  the 
accompanying  offering  of  fruits  of  the  earth  ;  corn, 
jind  wine,  and  oil,  and  frankincense.  And  the  whole, 
again,  was  presented  by  the  voluntary  will  and  manual 
action  of  an  accredited  person  as  priest. 

Kow  what  was  the  effect,  the  beneficial  result,  ac- 
cruing to  Israel  from  this  mysterious  presentation? 
And  first  of  all,  seeing  that  the  altar  stood  not,  like 
the  altar  of  incense,  within  the  curtains  of  a  peciihar 
tabernacle,  but  in  the  open  face  of  heaven ;  tluM-eha-e 
the  sacrifice  had  doubtless,  like  all  other  and  earlier 
sacrifices,  a  direct  relation  to  God  as  the  ]j)n'\  nnd 
Creator  of  heaven  and  earth,  prior  to  its  relation 
to  Ilim  as  the  God  of  Israel.  From  heaven,  albeit 
tinough  the  Tabernacle  (perhaps),  the  fire  which  con- 
sumed it  had  come  down'';  and  up  to  Iknivcu,  not  to 
the  Tabernacle  Presence,  did  the  flame  and  the  sweet 
savour,  and  in  it  the  consumed  and  accepted  sacrifu'c, 
ascend.  The  universal  Father,  and  not  the  (hxl  of 
Israel  only,  was  acknowledged,  and  for  certain  pur- 
poses appeased  and  well  j)lcased  thcnhy.  llcnci-  the 
Gentiles  might  offer,  as  has  ever  been  held,  on  thiit 
altar;   though  they  might  not  eat  of  offerings  con- 

•>  Lev.  ix.  2t. 
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iiccictl  with  it,  nor  make  any  advance  towards  the 
pcfuhar  Israclilish  privileges  °. 

Hence  too,  for  all  i)urposes  of  worship,  the  Israelite, 
like  the  rest  of  the  world,  still  lifted  his  eyes  to  heaven, 
and  thought  of  God  as  supremely  there,  whither  the 
sacrifice  ascends,  as  "  his  Father  in  heaven  ^."  Though 
his  face  was  to  be  towards  the  Covenant  Presence, 
and  his  choicest  gifts  must  flow  to  him  through  that 
channel,  yet  the  reservoir  of  them  was  in  heaven  still. 
This  is  much  to  be  observed.  The  Mosaic  system, 
rightly  understood,  did  not  abolish  the  older  religious 
position  of  man,  nor  narrow  and  bring  down  his 
mental  habit  of  worship ;  it  only  added  privileges  to 
the  one,  and  intensity  and  variety  of  operation  to  the 
other.  The  joy  of  admission  into  the  Presence  on 
earth  lay,  after  all,  in  its  being  a  step  nearer  to  the 
Presence  in  heaven  ^. 

2.  But  the  Presence  into  which  the  sacrifice  w^as 
specially  designed  to  carry  the  nation  and  the  land, 
was,  of  course,  that  which  abode  in  the  Tabernacle. 
It  was  an  earthly,  and  not  a  heavenly  Presence  that 
man  could  have  fruition  of  as  yet :  it  was  only  into 

*  This  seems  to  be  fairly  established  by  Numb.  xv.  3  compared  with 
ver.  14.  For  in  ver.  3  instructions  are  given  in  detail  to  the  Israelites 
about  two  classes  of  offerings;  those  partly  eaten,  and  those  wholly 
consumed:  but  in  ver.  14;  the  instructions  for  the  stranger,  whether 
sojourner  or  visitor,  ("  whosoever  be  among  you  in  yonr  generation,") 
are  about  "  offerings  made  by  fire,"  without  mention  of  eatable  offer- 
ings, and  most  probably  excluding  them.  In  vers.  29,  30,  the  stranger 
is,  as  we  might  expect,  bound  by  the  same  law  as  the  Jew  as  to  sin- 
offerings  and  presumptuous  acts,  tendmg  to  exclude  him  from  service. 
The  Jewish  tradition  that  Gentiles  might  not  o'Kqy  meat-offerings  with 
their  burnt -offeruigs,  is  simply  incredible. 

^  This  reference  to  heaven,  as  the  place  whither  prayer  should  ascend, 
is  constant  in  the  Jewish  Services.    Comp.  above,  Introduction,  p.  159. 

*  See  Exod.  xxxiii.  18,  and  for  an  exquisite  commentary.  The  Chi-is- 
tian  Year,  Thirteenth  Sunday  after  Trinity. 
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"a  worldly  sanctuary"  that  he  could  have  real  access. 
And  this  was  effected,  first,  by  the  blood  of  the  lamb. 
This,  in  itself  a  thing  of  power  even  in  virtue  of  the 
old  sacrificial  laws,  had  a  tenfold  capacity  for  opera- 
tion in  the  sphere  of  the  covenant;  not  merely  as 
having  been  expressly  ordained  of  God,  but  as  being 
the  memorial  and  the  virtual  repetition  and  continu- 
ation of  the  great  Sacrifice  on  Moriah,  the  ground 
and  basis  of  the  nation's  acceptance  with  God.  It 
was,  in  truth,  one  ages-long  Moiiah  Sacrifice, — a 
sacrifice  not  merely  of  a  lamb,  but  of  two  human 
wills,  and  one  pure  human  life; — the  mighty  faiih 
and  obedience  of  Abraham,  in  yielding  up  his  son, 
the  yet  mightier  faith  and  obedience  of  Isaac  in  yield- 
ing up  himself; — it  was  this  that  in  a  mystery  was 
enacted  for  fifteen  centuries  long  in  the  continual 
Burnt-offering  of  the  Mosaic  system.  The  blood  of 
the  lamb  no  sooner  flowed  than  He  Vvlio  sat  on  the 
mercy-seat  remembered  His  covenant  with  Abraham, 
with  Isaac  and  Jacob  ;  and  the  powers  of  evil,  the 
enemies  of  His  people,  were  baffled  and  cast  out  by 
the  cancelling  (in  part^,  through  the  might  of  a 
meekly  rendered  life,  of  the  bond  which  they  held 
against  the  world.  The  blood  "was  accepted  for 
them  to  make  an  atonement  for  thcm^,"  so  that, 
notwithstanding  all  their  transgressions,  God  wouKl 
aliide  with  them  still,  and  they  with  Ilini. 

This  was  one  step,  then,  towards  the  Presence  ; — th(> 
removal  of  unfitness  by  the  shedding  of  the  covenant 
blood.  ]')nt  they  needed,  next,  to  be  (\\\\^  prcHcnlrd 
there.  And  in  the  hodij  of  the  lamb,  they  who  had 
thus   been   purged  of   their  untitness   were  actually, 

'  See  above  iu  this  clwip.,  p.  I' !■. 

8  Lev.  i.  4,  in  the  iiccount  of  the  burnt-ofreriii{,'fl. 
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thoiigli  ill  a  mystery,  presented  nnd  accepted.  Tlii?, 
too,  was  a  matter  of  memorial,  and  of  mystical  in- 
grafting and  inherence,  as  well  as  of  sacrificial  power. 
They  were,  as  we  may  so  say,  in  the  loins  of  their 
father  Isaac  when  he  lay  bound,  and  in  a  figure  was 
slain,  upon  the  altar;  and  they  were  still  viewed  by. 
God  as  in  him.  Thus  did  the  powers  properly  inherent 
in  the  sacrifice,  as  a  sacrifice  of  a  slain  animal,  joined 
to  its  power  as  a  memorial,  and  that  which  had  been 
imparted  by  consecration  to  the  entire  tabernacle,  to 
the  altar,  and  to  the  priest, — avail  to  "  bear  the  sins" 
of  Israel,  neutralizing  them  by  intensity  of  divinely 
imparted  hohness.  And  then,  in  that  one  Offering,  they 
with  their  imperfect  duty,  obedience,  and  faith,  w^ere 
gathered  up  for  acceptance  as  the  Food  of  God"^.  The 
fire  which,  at  the  first  presentation  of  this  sacrifice, 
"  came  out  from  before  the  Lord,"  from  the  Covenant 
Presence,  and  which  had  burned  ever  after  en  the 
Altar,  took  them  up  into  itself.  A  special  emana- 
tion of  the  Holy  Spirit  thus  took  possession  of  them 
and  theirs  for  the  service  and  glory  of  God,  and  as 
a  "sweet  savonr"  and  acceptable  gift. 

3.  ISfor  was  it  in  the  lamb  only,  but  in  the  ITigh- 
priest,  that  they  were  present  with  acceptance.  As 
the  lamb  was  a  representative  sacrifice,  so  was  the 
high-priest  a  representative  priest.  The  people  were 
in  Abraham  when  he  offered  his  mighty  offering. 
And  Aaron  represented  Abraham  now ;  in  him  all 
the  people  offered,  as  they  loere  offered'  in  the 
lamb.  And  he  offered  with  power.  For  "the  right 
of  the  Tirst-born  was  his."     In  virtue  of  the  deep 

''  The  Heb.  rendered  "  consume  "  is  simply  and  properly  "  to  eat." 
•  "Ecclesia  offert.  atque  offertur."     St.  Augustine. 
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iiijsterj  of  p^imogelljt^l•e^  scaled  and  attesti-d  by 
his  call  and  consecration,  his  religious  service  ^Yas 
supremely  acceptable.  And  again,  his  garments,  as 
Ave  shall  see  hereafter,  witnessed  to  and  conveyed  i-e- 
prescntative  powers.  On  his  head,  his  shoulder,  his 
breast  (in  respect,  that  is,  of  tlie  thought,  the  manual 
labour,  and  the  inward  affections  inseparable  from 
the  work  of  priesthood)  were  the  people  borne. 

This  availed  (as  we  may  conceive,  and  as  God  in 
part  has  expounded'  to  us)  to  purposes  of  "  bearing 
away  the  iniquity  "  or  imperfection  adhering  to  their 
"  holy  things  and  gifts,"  or  acts  of  service,  specially, 
it  may  be  supposed,  the  sin  of  wandering  ihovghts ; — 
of  bringing  them  before  God  with  forgiveness  for  im- 
perfect Jahrmrs ; — and  of  j)rocnring  a  merciful  judg- 
ment, above  all,  on  their  lack  of  love.  In  all  this 
we  see  the  perfect  image  of  our  own  Divine  High 
Priest. 

4.  But  though  the  sanctified  people  were  by  these 
means  brought  near  to  the  Covenant  Presence,  they 
were  not  yet  admitted  inio  the  immediate  slirinc  ami 
abode  of  it.  The  altar  of  burnt-offering  stood  without 
the  Tabernacle,  and  therefore  was  of  itself,  with  all  its 
powers,  unequal  to  the  accomplishment  of  the  mighty 
))urpose  in  view. — And,  again,  the  lligh-])ri('s(  hiniscH', 
in  offering  the  great  sacrifice,  stood  as  yet  afar  oil". 
lie  too  must  draw  nearer,  bringing  the  people  in 
a  mystery  with  him,  or  his  work  for  thcni  was  incom- 
plete.— To  this  end,  then,  a  fuilhcr  step  in  the  eco- 
nomy was  provided.     In  all  sacriiices,  over  and  above 

''  Sec  above,  p.  147. 

'  See  for  Hie  ])o\vfTsol"tlic  miirc,  Exoil.  xxviii.  W^—'M);  of  tlir  stones 
of  niciiioriul  on  Iho  slioulders,  vers.  9— 12;  of  the  breast iilale  of  jtulg. 
meat,  vers.  21,  2'.),  30. 

N 
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such  fruits  of  the  earth  as  are  partaken  of  by  man, 
yet  another  kind  had  been  in  use  from  the  beghi- 
niiig'";  tliose  namely  which,  though  not  tit  for  food, 
are  sweet  to  the  smell.  These,  when  burnt,  constituted 
i/ice/ise.  And  the  office  of  all  incense  doubtless  was 
to  present"  in  a  sweet  and  fragrant  cloud  the  more 
iiross  materials  of  the  consumed  sacrifice.  The  incense 
was  the  main,  though  not  the  sole  cause,  of  the  "  sweet 
savour"  Avhich  went  up  to  heaven.  The  continual 
burnt-otfering,  accordingly,  as  it  went  up  heavenward 
from  the  great  altar,  was  accompanied  by  frankin- 
cense, the  leaves  of  a  particular  tree  °,  serving  the  pur- 
pose of  incense.  But  besides  this,  a  peculiar  })ei'- 
fume''  was  compounded,  under  divine  direction,  of 
four  peculiar  spices,  frankincense  being  one ;  and 
endued  with  sanctity  and  sanctifying  powers,  in  order 
to  its  being  burnt  on  the  altar  of  incense  loithin  the 
tabernacle.  And  its  function  was  to  carry  the  great 
covenant  Sacrifice  into  the  coveiiant  Presence.  Placed 
originidly,  as  has  been  said  above,  wdthin  the  vail,  the 
altar  of  incense  was  afterwards  set  just  outside  it,  in 
the  midst ;  in  the  line,  therefore,  joining  the  Altar 
of  Burnt-offering  and  the  Mercy-seat.  The  incense 
itself  was  intended  to  penetrate  into  the  Holy  of 
holies  ^.  And  in  it  the  whole  of  the  sacrificial  powers 
which  gathered  round  the  Altar  of  Burnt-offering  were 

"  See  above,  j)  68. 

"  It  has  been  explained  above,  p.  77,  note  p,  that  the  Greek  QUiv,  '  lo 
sacrifice,'  signifies  properly  to  oiler  a  certain  fragrant  tree,  Qvov,  doU, 
anciently  used  for  incense. 

"  See  Smith's  Dictionary  of  the  Bible,  in  v.  Erankinceuse. 

p  Exod.  XXX.  31—38.     Tor  the  altar  of  incense  see  vers.  1—10. 

"»  Ebrard  on  Ileb.  ix.  1—10,  p.  268.  He  denies,  however,  (ibid.)  all 
reality  to  the  transaction,  and  to  the  entire  system,  of  which  he  makes 
sad  confusion. 
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summed  up'.  By  it  the  covenant  people  were  at 
length  brought,  in  profoundest  mystery,  into  the  vciv 
Presence  Itself".  And  as  it  was  offered  by  the  high- 
priest^  himself,  or  by  his  sons  for  him,  the  people 
were  at  the  same  time  brought  a  step  nearer  by  a  pcr- 
so7ial,  though  representative  appearance,  to  the  Pre- 
sence. Not  however,  save  once  a-year,  into  the  Holi- 
est of  all.  Then,  indeed,  filling  his  hands  with  the 
peculiar  incense",  and  taking  with  him  also  a  censer 
full  of  coals  from  oft'  the  altar  of  burnt-offcrin":,  he 
entered  into  the  Holiest  Place.  There,  for  once,  the 
Burnt-offering  and  the  Incense  and  the  Iligh-priest 
of  the  Imitative  Economy,  were  gathered  together  in 
the  full  might  of  their  conjoint  and  co-ordinate  minis- 
try. The  nation  was  for  a  few  moments  carried,  in 
the  person  of  the  high-priest  himself,  and  by  his 
hands,  and  not  merely  u[)on  the  breath  of  incense,  into 
the  Presence  of  God.  The  })erfect  image  was  once 
for  all  seen  upon  earth  of  "  Christ's  entering  into  the 
Holy  Places  not  made  with  hands,  even  into  heaven 
itself,  to  appear  in  the  Presence  of  God  for  us  :" 
True  Priest,  True  Sacrifice,  presenting  Ilis  Church  in 
Himself  through  His  all-availing  Intehckssio.n. 

"■  So  Ebrai'd,  rij^htly :  "In  the  altar  ol'  iucciisc  tlic  total  result  of  tin; 
eutire  cultus  of  the  tabernacle  was  represented." 

•  The  Liturgies  fully  recognise  this  as  the  function  of  inconse  of  old 
time.  Thus,  the  Koni.,  Eiig.,  and  Moz.  "prayer  of  inrrnse"  Ijcforc  the 
introit, — the  ancient  Aaronic  place  for  the  incense,  (see  below):  "Take 
away  our  iniquities,  that  we  may  be  wortiiy  with  pun;  minds  to  enter 
into  the  Holy  of  Holies."  And  tiie  Coi)tic  S,  ISasil  prayer  of  incense 
after  the  oblation:  "Grant  that  we  may  oiler  unto  Thee  reiisonalije 
sacrifices  and  spiritual  incense,  l^et  il  enter  within  the  cril,  into  the  |>la(T 
of  the  Holy  of  Holies." 

'  So  Athanasius  (Contra  Ariaii.,  iii.  |).  :i7S)  (hliniiig  very  eorreeliy 
the  higli-priest's  position,  says,  "  He  stood  midway,  in  a  maimer,  be- 
tweeu  the  vision  {onraaia)  of  God,  and  the  saeriliee.'^  of  men." 

"  Lev.  xvi.  12, 

N  2 
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For  (lie  Incense  was  manifestly  the  intercessory 
clement,  the  penetrative  ingredient,  of  the  ancient 
system,  of  the  Mosaic  especially;  a  kind  of  acted 
prayer  or  will,  which  applied  with  power  all  else  that 
was  done.  In  ordinary  sacrifices  all  the  other  things 
ofiercd  remained  still  in  the  lower  and  earthly  region  : 
the  incense  alone,  in  conjunction  with  the  flame,  soared 
to  heaven,  and  manifestly  enjoyed  privileges  of  a  pecu- 
liar acceptance.  Into  the  mystery  of  that  acceptance 
we  cannot  penetrate  far.  But  it  should  seem  that,  as 
all  light  and  flame  is  doubtless  a  special  emanation  of 
the  Tine  Light,  and  all  beauty  of  the  Divine  Perfec- 
tions, so  all  sweetness  came,  at  the  creation,  (with 
reverence  be  it  spoken),  of  the  pouring  out,  upon  the 
fewer  and  more  ])rivileged  things  in  which  it  resides, 
of  Him  whose  entire  Being  and  Action  had  ever 
been  ""  a  "  sweet-smelling  savour"  to  the  Father.  And 
thus  the  sweet-smelling  incense  of  old  was  supremely 
fitted  to  become  in  very  truth  a  sacrificial  power,  for  the 
sake  of  Ilim  from  Whom  its  sweetness  flowed.  That 
it  had  such  power,  in  the  Mosaic  economy  at  any 
rate, — that  it  Avas  the  vehicle  of  a  tremendous  mys- 
tery of  life  and  death,  ami  of  vast  sacrificial  efficacy, — 
there  is  no  doubt.  Aaron,  if  there  is  any  meaning  in 
words  ^,  would  but  for  it  licive  died  on  entering  the 
Holiest  place.  And  when  the  plague  had  begun 
among  (he  people,  the  rehearsal  ^  so  to  speak,  of  the 
mysterious   action    of   the   great   day    of  atonement 

'  Comp.  vliat  is  said  above  of  tlie  eternal  Priestliood  of  Clirist, 
p.  H2. 

^  Lev.  xvi.  3  :  "  He  shall  put  incense  upon  the  fire,  tliat  the  cloud  of 
incense  may  cover  tlie  mercy-seat,  that  he  die  not." 

*  "  Take  a  censer,  and  put  fire  therein  from  off  the  altar,  and  put  on 
incense,  . ,  .  and  make  an  atonement  for  the  people.  .  .  .  And  the  plague 
was  stayed."  Num.  xvi.  46. 


SECT.  X.]         THEORY  OF  EUCIIARISTIC  WOHSIIIP.  1^1 

availed  to  stay  it.  And  this  could  arise  from  nothing 
else  than  from  the  fact  of  the  incense  embodying-  in  it 
the  whole  power  of  the  great  covenant  sacritice. — This 
intimate  relation  of  the  daily  incense  to  the  daily 
burnt-oftering  is  further  vouched  for  by  the  coin- 
cidence of  the  time  of  offering  the  two.  Aaron  burnt 
the  incense  the  first  thing  in  the  morning ^  as  soon  as 
the  preliminaries  of  the  Bnrnt-sacrifice  began ;  and 
again  in  the  evening  when  he  lighted  the  lamps  of 
the  candlestick,  and  when  the  sacrifice  was  on  the 
point  of  being  completed  by  the  pouring  out  of  the 
drink-oftering.  Thus  the  sacrificial  work  of  the  day 
began  and  ended  with  the  incense,  which  was  called 
too,  like  the  sacrifice  itself,  '•'  perpetual^." 

Nor  can  we  doubt  that  the  place  of  the  Mosaic 
incense,  accompanying  the  great  continual  ofl'cring, 
is  supplied  in  the  Christian  scheme  by  the  Interces- 
sion of  Christ — by  that  intercessory  Will"'  of  Uis, 
that  Willingness  to  be  ofiered,  that  Desire  to  save, — 
which,  using  the  sacrifice  as  its  instrument  and  j)lea, 
wrought  the  redemption  and  sanctilication  of  the 
world.  It  is  much  to  be  remarked  that,  at  the  I'hi- 
charistic  Institution,  while  certain  of  the  old  con- 
stituents of  a  sacrifice  are  vouched  for  as  having 
place,  either  visibly  or  invisibly, — the  Priest,  the  Body 
and  Blood  of  a  Victim,  the  fruits  of  the  earth 
adapted  for  food  and  drink, — others,  as  the  lire  imd 
the  oil,  the   altar   and  the  incense,  obtain    no   nun- 


»  Exod.  XXX.  7,  S;  Mibhua,  Yoiiia,  iii.  1.  5;  Siiiiili's  Di.-tionuij,  in 
V,  Incoise. 

^  Exod.  XXX.  8. 

"  llcb.  X.  7:  "Then I  said,  I  con  c  to  do  Tliy  AVill,  O  fiod."  viz.,  hy 
the  concuncuce  of  Ilia  Ovvu  Will  Lliorcwilli.  "  l?y  tlic  wliicli  Will  \vo 
avc  suucUficd,  by  iLc  oilciing  of  tiic  Body  of  Jesus  Clu'ist  oucc  for  ull." 
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tioii.  But  ns  tlic  place  of  the  two  former  of  these 
Avns  unquestionably  supplied  by  the  direct  operation 
of  the  Holy  Spirit'^ ;  so  doubtless  were  the  two  latter 
bv  the  direct  action  of  the  intercessory  Will  of  Christ. 
Christ's  Altar  was  His  Own  Heart;  His  Incense, 
His  Own  Intercession.  Conceivably, — and  it  is  well 
to  bear  this  in  mind, — it  might  have  pleased  Him 
that  in  these  instances  too,  as  well  as  in  that  of  bread 
and  wine,  the  ancient  vehicles  should  survive  with 
new  and  intensified  powers.  And  the  Church  has 
to  a  great  extent®,  as  a  matter  of  fitness  and  expres- 
siveness, adopted  them  out  of  the  ancient  ritual, 
though  no  one  imagines  that  they  are  essential,  or 
divinely  empowered.  It  was  His  good  pleasure  to 
simplify  to  the  uttermost,  in  the  Christian  economy, 
the  indispensably  necessary  media  of  worship,  that  it 
miofht  be  the  better  understood  that  the  service, 
though  it  includes  outward  bodily  things  and  rela- 
tions, is  emphatically  a  reasonable  {XoyiKr]^)  and  spiri- 
tual sacrifice.  Meanwhile,  and  as  if  in  compensation, 
the  sacrificial  media  which  thus  disappear  from  the 
earth,  are  caught  up  into  heaven,  and  in  the  heavenly 
exhibition  of  the  Church's  service  they  still  in  a  deep 
mystery  survive.     In  the  Revelation,  the  bread  and 

••  Hcb.  ix.  1-t :  "  \Ylio  througli  the  Eternal  Spirit  offered  Himself  with- 
out spot  to  God."    For  the  oil,  comp.  Ps.  xlv.  7;  Isa.  Ixi.  1;  Dan.  ix.  24. 

*  "  The  incense"  (wliicli  iuvolves  fire)  "  for  the  time  of  oblation," 
is  recognised  in  the  Apostolic  Canons  (iii=)  as  well  as  "oil  for  tlie 
lamps  :"  but  this  wHl  not  prore  its  use  earlier  than  the  second  or  third 
century.  It  is  perhaps  mentioned  by  Hippolytus,  c.  220 ;  more  cer- 
tainly by  St.  Ambrose.  (Bingham,  viii.  6 — 12.)  Oil  and  salt  are  used  in 
the  bread  by  the  Syrians.  The  altar  or  table  (eva-tarrTriptou  or  rpaircfo) 
is  of  course  universal,  but  without  any  ascription  to  it  of  sacrificial 
power. 

'  Some  early  writers  connect  tliis  with  the  Divine  Aoyos,  but  the  in- 
terpretation scenis  strained. 
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the  wine,  and  the  table  of  shew-bread,  of  tlic  ohl 
system  find  no  mention,  as  being  now  on  earth  :  but 
the  "  Lamb  as  it  had  been  slain"  is  in  the  midst  of 
the  throne,  and  before  the  throne  "  seven  lamps  of 
fire"  are  still  "  bnrning,"  and  the  golden  altar  is  still 
"  standing  ;"  and  there  is  a  sea  of  sflass  rlike  the 
brazen  "sea^"  of  old),  and  the  Cherubim  ;  and  much 
incense  is  offered  by  the  Angel,  (probably  our  Lord 
Ilimself,)  to  impart  efficacy  to  the  prayers  of  the 
saints  \  Thus  the  heavenly  and  the  earthly  dej)art- 
ments  of  the  Church's  service  com])lemcnt  each  other, 
and  nothing  that  was  imaged  forth  of  old  time  is 
vi^anting. 

Nor  can  we  fad  to  observe  that,  alike  in  the  Mo- 
saic and  the  Christian  economy,  it  was,  strictly  and 
properly,  by  a  silent  power,  transcending  all  speech, 
that  the  Sacrifice  was  carried  into  the  Holiest  Place. 
No  words  are  prescribed  for  Aaron's  use ;  and  thongii 
tradition  reports,  it  may  be  correctly,  a  customary 
formula,  it  was  manifestly  of  secondary  consideratioi), 
being  not  prescribed  by  the  Law.  So  too,  when  our 
Lord,  in  what  exact  words  we  know  not,  "  gave 
thanks  and  blessed,"  and  therewith  gave  Himself  to 
God  for  a  "sweet-smelling  savour;"  and  when,  again, 
His  pure  Offering  completed.  He  made  interces- 
sion, and  commended  the  Church  to  the  IVither'; 
the  words  in  both  cases  were  doubtless  secondary  lo 
that  siu-rcnder  of  His  VVdl,  and  that  unutteraMc 
intercession  of  His  Spirit,  which  were  all  m  all'. 
The  mystery  of  redemption   and    salvation,  like   I  ho 

K  1  Kings  vii.  23.  "  Rev.  viii.  .'5,  k  '  St.  John  xvii. 

■<  Comp.  St.  John  xi.  42  :  "  And  1  knew  ( hat  Tliou  hoarcst  Mc  iilwnvo  ; 
but,  because  of  thcni  that  stood  by  I  said  it."  And  Iloin.  viii.  '20  :  "  Tlin 
S|)iiit  niakctli  intercession  for  us  with  groanings  thai  cannot  be  utlcitd." 
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mystery  of  tlio  Incarnation,  was,  and  continues  at  tliis 
hour,  among  the  number  of  the  things  which,  in  the 
sublime  language  of  St.  Ignatius,  "  were  wrought  in 
the  silence  of  God  V 


SECTION  XL 

The  altar  of  incense,  however,  did  not  complete 
the  furniture  of  the  tabernacle.  In  the  outward  or 
less  holy  place  there  stood  also""  the  Table  of  Shew- 
bread  and  the  Sevenfold  Candlestick  ;  both  discharg- 
ing mysterious  functions  peculiar  to  themselves,  yet 
falling  harmoniously  into  the  scheme  already  deli- 
neated. They  have  been  the  subject  of  much  specu- 
lation ;  but  a  moderate  degree  of  attention  to  facts 
and  general  principles  will  suffice  to  decide  upon  their 
real  nature.  They  were,  then,  first  of  all  twin  ordi- 
nances. Both  were,  outwardly  at  least,  of  pure  gold, 
and  both  are  called  "pure";"  both  are  described,  as 
if  akin  to  each  other,  immediately"  after  the  aik  and 
the  mercy-seat ;  and  are  afterwards^  made  jointly  the 
subject  of  a  separate  edict ;  and  they  occupied  corre- 
sponding positions,  over  against  each  other,  in  the  less 
holy  place,  just  without  the  veil.  We  may  expect 
therefore  to  find  them  discharging,  with  whatever 
difference,  parallel  functions. 

And  thus  much  is  plain ;  that  they  were,  properly, 
for  the  Lord  God,  and  not  for  man :  for  spiritual  and 

Ign.  "Ep.  ad  Eph.  C.  16  :  ixva-jiipia.,  anva  iv  rjffvxia.  @eod  eVpox^Tj. 

»  Exod.  XXV.  23—40,  xl.  22—25  ;  Lev.  xxiv.  1—9. 

"  Lev.  xxiv.  4 — 6  :  "the  pure  candlestick,"  "the  pure  table." 

"  Even  the  altar  of  incense,  though  standing  in  the  holy  place,  is  not 
described  here,  but  furtlier  on,  after  that  of  burnt -offering ;  no  doubt 
because  its  office  was  only  intelligible  in  connection  witli  that. 

p  Lev.  xxiv.  1 — 9. 
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religious,  not  merely  for  bodily  or  mundane  purposes. 
The  shew-bread,  it  is  true,  when  eaten  by  the  priests, 
nourished  their  bodies ;  and  the  candlestick  gave 
them  light  at  their  holy  work.  But  the  position  of 
both,  so  near  to  the  Presence, — nearly  or  quite  in 
the  same  (transverse)  line  with  the  altar  of  incense, — 
and  the  provisions  made  concerning  them,  bespoke 
them  as  both  alike  of  the  nature  of  offerings  to  God'\ 
and  as  having,  under  all  aspects,  a  spiritual  function. 

But  let  us  consider  them  separately.  (1.)  The  shew- 
bread,  then,  accompanied  by  its  salt  and  frankincense, 
(tradition  says  by  wine  also*',)  was  "  set  in  order" 
(a  sacrificial  term*)  before  God  every  Sabbath  morn- 
ing, and  there  remained  until  the  next  Sabbath,  when 
the  frankincense  which  had  stood  upon  it  was  burnt 
"for  a  memorial  of  the  bread,"  i.e.  representing  it: 
whence  it  was  called  "  an  offering  made  by  fire  unto 
the  Lord."  It  was  then  eaten  by  the  priests  as 
"  holy,"  at  a  spot    called   "  the  holy  place"   in  the 

■i  The  whole  tabernacle  and  its  furniture,  iudecil,  partook  of  tliis 
character.  See  Exod.  xxv.  2  :  "  That  they  bring  Mc  an  olVcring,  (lit. 
heave-offering,  'lifted  up'),  .  .  .  gold  and  silver  ...  oil  for  the  liglit, 
spices  for  anointing  oil,  and  sweet  incense,"  &c. 

'  Tlie  scriptural  grounds  for  supposing  tlic  wine  arc,  1.  the  analogy 
of  all  other  meat-olferings,  Num.  xv.  5 ;  2.  the  "  bowls  to  jjour  out 
withal,"  Exod.  xxv.  29,  niarg.,  LXX ;  3.  The  obscure  words  of  Zecli. 
ix.  1.5,  "they  shall  drinlc  and  make  a  noise  as  through  wine,  and  bo. 
filled  like  bowls,  and  as  the  corners  of  the  altar;"  for  there  was  no 
wine  to  be  drunk  at  the  altar  of  burnt-olTcring :  whereas  the  analogy  of 
the  shew-bread  would  require  the  wine  to  be  in  part  or  wlioUy  krpt  for 
drinking.  It  is  proljable  tliat  drinking  liiis  wine  led  to  (he  fault  of 
Nadab  and  Abihu,  Lev.  x.  1—9,  and  that  (he  wijic  ever  aHcr  was 
cither  poured  out  or  drunk  elsewhere.  The  Ciciitilc  cu.stom  of  |)(iuring 
wine  between  the  horns  of  the  victim,  combined  wilh  Zecli.  ix.,  iiuikcs 
il  probable  that  the  slicw-brcad  wine  was  poured  between  (he  horn!* 
{ Kx.  XXX.  3)'  of  the  altar  of  incense. 

»  Exod  xl.  23 ;  Lev.  xxiv.  8.    llcb.  ttf/aroch,  '  to  arrange,'  "'^'  '  ' '  " 
xxii.  9,  Lev.  i.  7,  of  laying  the  wood  and  (ire  on  (he  al(ar. 
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tahoniiu'le-coiirt.  And  the  name  "  bread  of  Pre- 
sence," or  "of  the  Face"  of  God;  the  number  of 
loaves,  twelve ;  their  being  provided  by  the  people 
out  of  the  fruit  of  their  land ' :  all  this,  joined  to  the 
analoo;y  of  the  altars  of  burnt-offering  and  incense, 
fully  proves  that  the  shevv-bread  loaves  and  wine 
served  to  present  before  the  Lord  in  an  additional 
form,  and  for  special  covenant  purposes,  the  chosen 
nation  and  their  land.  While  the  altar  of  burnt-offering 
spoke  more  especially  of  the  mighty  faith  of  Abraham 
and  Isaac,  the  table  of  shew-bread, — itself  also  an 
altar  '\  no  less  than  a  table,  —  bore  upon  it  more 
especially  the  completion  of  the  economy,  in  the 
person  of  Israel  and  his  twelve-fold  progeny.  It  was 
an  assurance  that,  however  scattered,  none  of  them 
was  forgotten  before  God,  or  cast  out  from  His  Pre- 
sence ;  a  means  whereby  all  were  continuall}'  "  brought 
near"  in  a  mystery  for  service^  and  acceptance.  That 
altar,  too,  was  overlaid  with  brass  only ;  this,  like  the 
altar  of  incense,  with  gold  :  intimating  a  greater  pre- 
ciousness  in  God's  sight  in  that  which  lay  thereon  ; 
some  mystery  of  nearer  approach  to  Him  and  par- 
ticipation of  Him. 

But  what,  it  may  be  asked,  could  the  shew-bread 
effect  for  the  nation,  beyond  what  the  altar  of  burnt- 
offering  accomplished  ?  For  there,  too,  were  the  self- 
same elements,  bread  and  wine,  frankincense  and 
salt^,  constituting  the  meat-offering,  and  serving  to 

'  Lev.  xxiv.  7 :» where  we  should  render,  "the  frankincense  sliall  be 
to  the  bread  for  a  memorial."  "They  seem  to  be  considered  one  thing; 
instead  of  the  bread  the  frankincense  is  burnt."     Patrick,  in  loe. 

°  Patrick  on  ver.  9  :  "As  the  altar  is  called  God's  table,  (Mai.  i.  12,) 
so  this  table  was  really  God's  altar." 

*  Comp.  Acts  xxvi.  7  :  "  our  twelve  tribes  instantly  serving  day  and 
night."  y  Exod.  xxix.  40,  41  ;  Lev.  ii.  1,  13. 
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present  the  nation  in  the  bnrnt-sacrifice.  And  that 
offering  was  consnmed  as  God's  Food  by  the  pcr- 
petnal  fire,  and  carried  by  means  of  the  incense  into 
the  Holiest.  But  I  answer,  the  shew-bread  availed 
to  bring  Israel  in  suhstantial  and  hodlly  form  nearer 
to  the  Presence ;  besides  that,  eqnally  with  the  bnrnt- 
otrering,  it  was  carried  by  the  incense  into  it.  But 
further,  it  imparted  a  higher  kind  of  communion,  or 
mutual  communion  rather,  with  Him.  For  first,  the 
communion  through  the  shew-bread  belonged  to  a 
higher  sphere  than  communion  through  partaking  of 
the  altar  of  burnt-offering.  It  was  as  represented 
by  the  high-priest  and  his  sons,  and  in  a  region 
inaccessible  to  them  personally,  that  the  nation  held 
this  communion.  Next,  it  was  far  more  frequent, 
being  weekly  ;  and  was  closely  connected  with  the 
mystery  of  the  Sabbath  ; — that  important  feature  in 
their  position  towards  God.  And,  again,  the  bnrnt- 
ofiering,  being  wholly  consumed  as  "God's  Food" 
by  the  fire,  as  well  the  bread  and  wine''  as  the  slain 
victim, — could  not  be  really  partaken  of  by  mnn. 
In  order  to  that,  a- further  economy,  to  be  considered 
presently, — namely  the  identification  of  the  iieople's 
many  oficrings  \Vith  that  one  offering, — had  to  be  pro- 
vided :  it  was  not  literally,  but  only  in  a  certain  sense 
and  in  a  mystery,  the  same  thing  that  was  received 
by  God  and  man.  But  the  shew-bread  was  so  taken 
and  received  by  God  as  Ilis  Food,  as  to  remain 
nevertheless,  to  be  partaken  of  by  mini.  Kor  il  i>< 
declared  to  be  "Ilis  offering,  made  to  hf  His  by 
fire'',"   exactly  as  the   burnt-(jfiering   is:    yd    il    vn:is 

'  Sec  Numb,  xxviii.  .5,  7.  Tlic  order  in  Lev.  vi.  10,  t)i;il.  (lie  piirst 
.^ilioiild  cat  the  f^rcaicr  part  of  (lie  meal-olTcriiifr,  rcferfl  only  l<>  ;■•>'.!'• 
oll'crings  :  so  I'atrick.  "  I'fv.  xxiv.  7. 
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not,  citlicr  wholly  or  in  part,  consumed  or  destroyed, 
but  was  actually  eaten  in  its  entirety  by  the  High- 
priest  and  his  sons.  This  then  was  the  highest,  most 
perfect  form  of  combined  sacrijice  and*  communion 
known  to  the  Mosaic  scheme ;  and  as  such  it  has, 
even  visil)ly,  a  special  commission  to  set  forth  to  us 
the  mystery  of  the  Holy  Eucharist.  And  accord- 
ingly it  is,  as  is  well  known,  specially  and  distinctly 
accredited  to  us  as  such  by  God  Himself,  through 
the  Prophet  Malachi.  For  there  is  no  reason  to  doubt 
that  the  shew-bread  in  conjunction  with  the  incense 
is  supremely,  if  not  exclusively,  referred  to  in  the 
words,  "  In  every  place  incense  shall  be  offered  unto 
My  Name,  and  a  pure  offering."  For  1.  the  priests 
are  specially  addressed  by  Malachi ;  and  this  rite  was 
confined  to  them ;  2.  it  is  particularly  charged  upon 
them  that  they  "  offered  polluted  bread  upon  God's 
altar,"  which  is  also  called  a  "  table  :" — now  tliese 
conditions  meet  in  the  table  of  shew-bread,  and  in 
that  only^:  for  though  the  term  bread  may  well  in- 
clude the  slain  sacrifices  of  the  great  altar,  that  altar 
is  never  called  a  "  table  ;"  3.  the.  destined  Christian 
offering  is  discriminated  as  "pure;"  doubtless  with 
reference  to  the  "  pure  table"  (i.e.  of  pure  gold)  and 
the  "pure"  fiankincense  of  Jer.  xxiv.  6,  7,  and  in- 
timating its  preciousness,  perhaps  also  its  bloodless 
character.    And  as  this  shew-bread  "  memorially"  (i.e. 

''  In  Ezek.  xii.  23,  where  Ezekiel  is  shewn  a  restored  temple  and 
sanctuary,  we  read,  "  The  altar  of  wood  ....  this  is  the  table  that,  is 
before  the  Lord."  It  seems  to  answer  to  altar  of  incense  and  table  of 
shew-bread  in  one: — a  further  approximation,  in  this  later  and  half- 
spiritualized  exposition  of  the  ]\Iosaic  economy  (see  Poll.  Syn.,  Ez.  xl.) 
to  the  Gospel  rite,  in  wliich  all  is  reduced  to  one  action.  This  table  is 
spoken  of  again  :  "  They  shall  enter  into  My  Sanctuary,  and  come 
near  to  My  Table  to  mmistcr  unto  Me ;"  ch.  xliv.  16. 
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representatively)  included  the  slain  sacrifices,  the  re- 
ference to  these  in  the  context  of  i\Ialachi  (i.  S,  13, 
14)  is  abundantly  accounted  for.  T/te?/,  it  is  inti- 
mated, would  pass  away,  being  superseded  (as  we 
now  know)  by  a  more  excellent  Victim.  But  a  ma- 
terial and  all-including  OfFering  would  still  remain  to 
the  Gentile  or  Catholic  Church  (now  made  "  a  king- 
dom of  priests")  out  of  the  ancient  system:  even  the 
self-same  elements  of  bread  and  wine,  (together  with 
a  more  glorious  Incense,)  which  were  of  old  presented 
and  partaken  of  in  the  Jewish  sanctuary.  The  shew- 
bread  and  the  wine,  the  supreme  meat  and  drink- 
offering — the  immolatio  and  maciaiio  of  Gentile  sacri- 
fice— were  to  pass  on,  not  changed,  but  only  glorified, 
into  the  Gospel  economy. 

The  shew-bread,  then,  carrying  in  it  the  whole  body 
of  the  nation,  was  1.  offered  or  given  acceptably  to 
God  by  the  high-priest,  or  his  sons,  through  the 
application  to  it  (with  due  "  memorial"  reference  to 
the  great  national  sacrifice,)  of  the  frankincense  and 
the  sacred  fire;  and  then,  2.  partaken  of  l)y  them  as 
"most  holy,"  and  as  making  them  such.  Bearing  in 
mind,  then,  the  divinely  guaranteed  parallel  between 
llu!  old  and  new  systems,  we  see  that  it  sets  forth  to 
us,  1.  the  Church  in  Chris/,  as  a  royal  IViesthood, 
(/ivivff  herself  i\QCC\)\i\\)\y  to  God',  in  Ih-ead  and  Wine  ; 
tlie  identification  of  these  with  that  Body  and  I'lood 
being  eflfectcd  by  the  aj)plication  to  them  (with  chic 
"memorial"  reference  to  Christ's  Sncriticc)  of  liis 
l)i'iest]y  Intercession,  and  of  the  sanctilyiug  liic  »»!'  the 

•^  S.  Aug.  Dc  Civ.  X.  20  :  "  Ecclcsia  scipsam  \\cy  I|)Mini  di^cil  rifTi-riT." 
11).  0:  "In  ca  re  quaiii  ofTcH,  i|).sa  oircrliir."  "'J'lic  l»rca(l  rc))rch<"iil9 
11i<;  body  of  ClirLstian  people,  as  well  as  tlic  IJody  of  Clirifil."    Jolinson, 

U.S. 
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Spirit.  And  then,  2.  inasmuch  as  the  same  things 
wove,  in  the  Mosaic  rite,  received  back  from  God  to 
})urposes  of  sanctification  and  of  all  covenanted  bless- 
ings, it  sets  forth  to  us  the  Church  receiving  ilie  same 
(/if IS  back  af/ain'\  as  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ, — 
ni3^steriously  identified  therewith  by  the  same  media, 
viz.  the  touch  of  incense  and  of  fire,  as  before, — and 
obtaining,  by  participation  in  them,  full  sanctification, 
and  communion  through  Christ  with  God®. 

This  account  of  the  nature  of  the  Christian  Eu- 
charist, and  of  its  double  aim,  deduced  simply  from 
consideration  of  the  Mosaic  Shew-bread,  its  divinely 
accredited  exponent,  coincides  in  a  truly  marvellous 
manner  with  that  which  the  ancient  Liturgies  em- 
body ;  and  serves  especially  to  clear  up  the  important 
and  much-disputed  question  as  to  the  nature  and  es- 
sentials of  valid  Consecration. 

In  all  Liturgies,  the  Church  has  manifestly  two 
distinct  though  closely  connected  objects  in  view. 
The  first  is,  to  offer  herself  in  Christ  to  God ;  or  rather, 
in  strictness  and  as  the  highest  conception  of  her  aim, 

^  This  is  that  "  adrau'able  commerce"  or  exchange  between  heaven  and 
earth,  so  frequently  dwelt  on  in  the  Liturgies,  especially  in  the  Eastern 
l)rayer  before  reception,  and  the  JYestern  Sccreta  or  pi'ayer  of  oblation. 
Thus  Lit.  S.  Jas.  and  S.  Chrys. :  "  That  our  God  having  received  them 
unto  His  heavenly  altar  for  the  savour  of  a  spiiitual  sweet  smell,  would 
send  do\ra  in  return  (di'TiKaTan-eVJ/p)  the  Gift  of  the  Holy  Ghost." 
And  the  Leonine  Sacramentary  Secreta,  (Muratori,  p.  303) :  "Exercisuig 
a  glorious  commerce,  we  offer  those  things  which  Thou  hast  given,  that 
we  may  be  found  worthy  to  receive  Thyself,"  "  We  offer  earthly  gifts, 
that  we  may  obtain  heavenly." 

*  This  is  well  expressed  by  Parkhui'st,  in  v.  r-po'eeo-ij :  "  Since  the 
frankincense  put  upon  the  bread  and  wine  was  to  be  burnt  upon  the 
altar  [of  incense]  'for  a  memorial,'  (scil.  of  the  bread,  to  represent  it,) 
aud  Aaron  and  his  sons  were  to  eat  it,  tliis  bread  typified  Christ,  first 
presented  as  a  sacrifice  to  Jehovah,  and  then  becoming  spiritual  food  to 
such  as  in  aud  through  Him  are  priests  to  God." 


SECT.  XI.]       THEORY  OF  EUCHAlllSTlC  WORSHIP.  1  <J  I 

io  procure  iliat  she  may  he  offered  hi/  Christ  Himself; 
and  as  in  Christ,  to  the  Father.  And  the  second 
(object,  as  the  crowning  and  completing  feature  of  llie 
rite,  and  woven  up  with  the  other  into  one  unbroken 
chain  of  service,  is  to  oh  tain  communion  throu(jh  Christ 
icith  God ;  or,  more  precisely  again,  that  Christ  may 
Himself  yive  her,  throuyh  Himself,  such  Communion. 

1.  In  order  to  the  former  of  these  objects,  she  tirst 
gathers  herself  up,  so  to  spejdv,  for  presentation. 
After  the  bringing  in  of  the  Elements *^,  and  after  due 
sanctification  of  herself  by  rece[)tion  of  the  truth  ^  in 
the  Holy  Scriptures  and  Creed,  and  confession  of  her 
unworthiness,  she  first,  by  the  offertory  and  j)rayer  of 
oblation  dedicating  her  substance, — by  fervent  prayers 
for  the  unity  of  the  One  Body, — by  conunemoration 
of  the  departed  as  still  one  vNith  her  in  Christ, — by 
the  Sursum  corda,  bespeaking  the  co-operation  of  the 
body  of  the  faithful, — by  the  Ter  Sanctus,  associating 
her  worship  with  that  of  all  the  company  of  heaven, — 
in  a  word,  by  the  whole  body  of  Eucharistic  worship, 
conunendation,  and  intercession, — sums  up  her  gift 
of  herself,  and  her  needs  for  herself.  These  tliiuiis, 
with  some  variety  of  order,  and  some  re])etitions,  form 
the  substance  of  all  Liturgies  down  to  the  words  of 
Institution,  or  beyond  it.  The  idea  of  Conmnuiiou 
does,  of  course,  present  itself  more  or  Ics.-,''  m  this  pait 

'  It  will  be  shewn  hereafter  (Chap,  iii.)  that  this  orif^iiially  took  place, 
ill  all  Liturgies,  at  the  bcrjinniiKj  of  the  rite,  or  nearly  so. 

K  St.  John  xvii.  17. 

''  Thus  in  the  Roman  (not  in  the  old  English  rites,  Maskrll.  p.Sn) 
at  the  oblation :  "  Grant  us  by  the  mystery  of  this  water  ami  wine  lo  Iio 
partakers  of  His  Divinity."  And  tiic  "  ^ecreta"  or  "  Suj.cr  olilatii" 
frcfpiently  refer  to  reception.'  ]5ut  the  oblation,  as  in  our  own  Oilier,  is 
generally,  and  as  it  sliould  seem  more  properly,  devoid  of  mention  of  \v- 
ecption.  It  is  pure  gift,  and  not  bcnelit,  that  is  then  eliiclly  in  t  lie  Cliurcli's 
tliorglit.  However,  the  Coptic  S.  Basil  and  the  Armenian  (Nejdc,  pj).  387f 
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of  tlic  rite,  onlj^  in  some  sort,  by  wa}^  of  anticipation. 
Not  tlint  the  ])nrest  and  most  primitive  forms  of  this 
lialf  of  the  Liturgy  by  any  means  confine  themselves 
strictly  to  the  idea  of  offering  or  sacrifice.  That  idea 
is,  liowever,  predominant :  well  gathered  up  in  the 
■words  of  the  Liturgy  of  S.  James,  "  Pteceive  Thy 
Church  approaching  Tliee  in  Tliy  Christ." 

But  hoAv  shall  the  Church  accomplish  her  great 
purpose  of  thus  approaching  God  in  Christ?  He 
Himself  has  taught  her:  by  His  ow^n  mouth,  by  His 
instructions  delivered  to  His  Apostles, — but  not  least, 
by  the  ancient  image  of  the  shew-bread,  making  clear 
whatever  is  obscure  in  those  two  sources  of  instruc- 
tion. When  the  Israelitish  Church  of  old  would,  week 
by  week,  on  her  high  day  of  service,  give  herself  most 
effectually  to  God,  in  and  through  her  one  perpetual 
Sacrifice,  and  by  her  one  high-priest,  then  bread  and 
wine,  provided  by  the  })eople,  and  numerically  identi- 
fied with  them,  were  laid  before  the  sanctuary.  The 
hallowing  touch  of  frankincense  and  of  fire,  applied  by 
the  high-priest  or  his  sons  with  memorial  intent, — that 
is,  with  a  reference  to  the  one  great  sacrifice  of  the  sys- 
tem,— secured  their  personal  acceptance  as  "  a  sweet 
savour."  For  the  bread  and  the  wine  were  thus  in 
a  mystery  identified  with  the  slain  body  and  poured- 
out  blood  of  the  great  national  Sacrifice,  once  shed  on 
IMoriah,  and  evermore  renewed.  Her  proffered  gift 
of  herself  had  thus  passed,  in  virtue  of  that  identifica- 
tion, into  a  sphere  of  acceptance  for  all  purposes  of  the 

4'i4)  have,  "  that  they  may  be  to  us  the  medicine  of  our  souls,"  &-c.  So 
the  "  second  prayer  of  the  faithful,"  in  the  Lit.  S.  Chrys.,  before  conse- 
cration, prays  "that  we  may  without  condemnation  partake  of  Tliy  holy 
mysteries."  We  have  in  our  own  Service,  before  consecration,  passages 
bearing  upon  reception ;  as  in  the  exhortation,  the  prayer  of  access,  and 
the  prefatory  part  of  the  prayer  of  consecration  itself. 
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Covenant.  Thus  slie  ofiurcd  herself  not  in  lier  own 
strength,  but  as  being  in  the  high-priest,  and  in 
reality  by  his  hands,  her  priesthood  merging  in  his. 
In  like  manner  did  Christ  Himself,  at  the  great  Insti- 
tution, make  memorial  or  reference  to  His  Sacrifice  of 
Himself,  then  in  a  mystery  going  forward,  thus  identi- 
fying the  Bread  and  Wine  with  His  Body  and  IJlood. 
And  the  Church  was  to  make,  ever  after,  the  same 
memorial  or  reference  to  that  Sacrifice,  both  as  once 
offered,  and  as  going  forward  continually :  ("  This  {.\o 
ye,  with  memorial  reference  to  Me.")  The  only  ques- 
tion was,  How  was  she  to  make  it?  This  is  the  point 
upon  which,  the  New  Testament  being  silent,  the 
tradition  embodied  in  the  Liturgies  is  our  guide ;  and 
about  which  the  shew-bread  at  once  confirms  and 
elucidates  the  teaching  of  the  Church  in  her  Liturgies. 
Not,  then,  by  her  own  ministry  or  power,  but  only  as 
being  in  Christ,  and  ceding  all  to  His  priestly  opera- 
tion, was  she  to  make  her  memorial,  and  consecrate 
her  gift.  In  all  Liturgies,  without  exception,  a  strange 
and  perfectly  unique  phenomenon, — or  having  a  |)a- 
rallel  only  in  the  rite  of  Baptism ', — may  be  discrrncd 
at  this  juncture.  Taught,  doubtless,  by  her  Lord 
Himself  and  His  Apostles, — so  universal  is  the  re- 
markable feature  referred  to, — the  Church  so  fianus 
her  memorial,  by  a  change  in  her  mode  of  expression, 
as  to  withdraw  from  the  action,  as  far  as  may  be, 
her  own  personality.  Hitherto  she  has  poured  forth, 
with  bold  heart  and  lavish  hand,  all  manner  (.f  direct 


'  In  no  Church  is  Baiilism  conferred  tjy  prayer,  hul  alway.s  liy  pro- 
nunciation of  tlic  accredited  formula,  "  1  baplize  liiec  in  the  Name,"  &c. 
So  the  Western  and  Alexandrine  families,  (atioOier  .siuKuIar  iiis«anco,  iw 
Nealc  observes,  of  llieir  a^'reeincnt,)  "  N.  is  l)!ii)li/.rd  :"  so  llir  (Jon- 
sliuitinopolitau  family,  with  one  or  two  e.\cei)lions.    xNeale,  p.  "J.VJ,  &c. 

O 


194  THE  rillNCIPLKS  OF  DIVINE  SERVICE.       [chap.  I. 

address  and  service  to  God.  But  now  she  suddenly 
ceases  from  her  own  words.  Struck  with  awe  at 
a  task  so  transcending  all  human  speech,  she  stands 
reverently  aside,  and,  for  all  sufficient  memorial,  recites 
the  Words  and  imitates  the  Action  of  tlie  Great  High 
Priest  when  giving  Himself  for  the  life  of  the  world. 
It  is  His  Voice,  His  Hand,  that  she  summons  to  ac- 
tion now.  In  all  churches  her  own  voice  is  silent, 
her  own  hand  still.  "  The  Lord  is  in  His  holy  Temple, 
and  all  the  earth  keeps  silence  before  Him."  In 
hushed  and  awful  silence '"  on  her  part,  as  of  old,  does 
the  True  Incense  carry  the  True  Sacrifice,  and  the 
Church  herself  therein,  into  the  True  Holy  of  Holies. 
The  great  river  of  her  Eucharistic  praise  and  prayer, 
flowing  in  such  mighty  volume  hitherto,  is  suddenly 
arrested,  as  Jordan  of  old  "  rose  up  and  stood  upon 
an  heap,  while  the  Ark  of  the  Presence  of  the  Lord, 
the  Lord  of  all  the  earth,  passed  by  \"  Then,  indeed, 
she  resumes  with  fresh  faith  her  work  of  service  ;  "  the 
waters  return  and  flow  over  all  their  banks,  as  they 
did  before"^."  But  one  thing  is  evident,  that  the 
divine  mystery  of  identification,  consecration,  or  what- 
soever it  be  called,  is  now  accowplis/ied.  No  words, 
no  prayers  of  hers  can  add  aught  thereto ;  no  lack  of 

''  The  few  and  faint  traces  of  an  exception  to  this  only  prove  the  rule. 
As  to  the  universal  "  Amen"  of  the  people,  it  is  only  the  Chui'ch's  assent 
to  her  Lord's  work  for  her.  In  Lit.  S.  Mark  the  deacons  exhort,  "Pray 
earnestly." 

'  Josh.  iii.  13—16. 

"  Josh.  iv.  18.  There  is  an  interesting  analogy  between  the  two 
miraculous  passages  through  the  waters,  and  the  two  Sacraments.  A 
lower  degree  only  of  Presence,  corresponding  to  that  in  Baptism,  (above, 
vol.  i.  pp.  182 — 1S4,)  had  as  yet  been  vouchsafed,  when  Israel  was  bap- 
tized unto  Moses  in  the  sea.  When  they  passed  the  Jordan,  the  more 
awful  Sinaitic  and  Tabcraacle  Presence  was  among  them,  corresponding 
to  the  higher  Presence  in  the  Eucharist. 
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them  can  rliminisli  from  it.  Such  is  maTiifestly  her 
own  mind.  The  absolute  cession  and  abdication, 
though  but  for  a  brief  space,  of  her  own  function  of 
prayer,  can  mean  nothing  else  than  this.  The  Ele- 
ments have  now  become,  tlirough  her  memorial,  and 
the  Priestly  operation  of  Christ,  and  sanctitication  of 
the  Holy  Ghost,  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ.  In 
and  with  that  Sacrifice  her  gift  of  herself  is  accepted 
already.  Ah-eady  has  she  done  that  which  is  com- 
manded, by  making  her  memorial.  The  consecration 
and  acceptance  cannot  l)e  suspended  on  any  words  of 
hers  yet  to  come.  To  offer  any  such,  with  the  idea  of 
supplementing  that  perfect  work,  were  indeed  acium 
a(jere ;  'to  gild  refined  gold;'  to  seek  to  add  a  sweet 
savour  to  essential  sweetness  itself.  As  well  might 
the  Jewish  Church  have  attributed  the  acceptance  of 
herself  in  the  shew-bread,  not  to  the  memorial  touch 
of  the  frankincense  and  the  fire,  not  to  the  j)nssing  of 
the  incense  within  the  vail,  but  to  some  prayer  of 
hers  following  upon  them.  Fitting  indeed  such  prayers 
may  be,  as  expressions  of  assent  to  the  mighly  work, 
but  essential  they  cannot  be. 

Such,  accordingly,  has  ever  been  the  belief  of  the 
whole  Western  Church  as  far  back  as  we  can  trace. 
Though  she  has  possessed,  from  a  very  early  period, 
post-memorial  oblations  and  ])rayers,  she  lias  ever 
strenuously  denied  their  necessity,  and  ascribed  the 
consecration  solely  to  the  words  and  ()])eration  of 
Christ".     Such,  we  may   with   some   conlidcnce  say, 

"  The  restriction  of  tlic  cflicacy  to  llio  /7rc  words,  "Hoc  est,"  \c,  n, 
however,  of  hate  date  ;  Pa.schasius,  in  the  ninth  century,  juscrihiiiff  it  to 
tlic  entire  words  and  action  of  Christ,  very  nearly  in  ncrordnnrc  with 
what  is  said  in  (lie  text:  "Eccc,  usfpie  ad  istuin  h)euni  sunt  verba 
Evangelistarum ;  porrb  dcinccjo  rfrha  Hunt  Dei,  polatate  el  onnii  effia-. 

O  2 
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Avas  tlie  belief  of  the  Apostolic  times :  since  Justin 
^lartyr  °  expressly  ascribes  the  consecration  to  "  the 
j)rayer  of  the  words  delivered  by  Him  ;"  and  St.  Gre- 
gory ^  assures  us  that  the  Apostles  used  nothing  else 
in  consecrating,  beside  the  institutory  formula,  but  the 
Lord's  Prayer.  Such,  distinctly,  is  the  belief  embo- 
died in  our  ritual,  do/h  before  and  since  our  Revision  : 
no  prayers  either  before  or  after  the  words  of  Insti- 
tution having  ever  been  required  as  essential  to  con- 
secration ''. 

The  Eastern  Church,  then,  cannot  maintain  the 
position  which,  as  represented  by  her  doctors  of  the 
last  four  hundred  years,  and  alleging  the  authority 
of  S.  Cyril,  she  has  taken  up'";  that  there  is  no  con- 
secration till  there  has  followed,  1.  a  prayer  of  obla- 

entia  et  plenri,  Accipite  et  manducate  ex  hoc  omnes,  hoc  est  eiiim 
coi'pus  nieum." 

"  Apol.  1.  66  :  r})v  5i'  eux^is  ^<^70Li  Toi)  Trap'  aurov  evxapi(Tr7)Be7(ray  rpo<p7]v, 
which  he  explains  to  meau  the  Words  of  Institution,  "For  the  Apostles 
delivered  that  Jesvis  had  so  eiijoiued  thein,"  &c.  It  has  vainly  been 
attempted  (e.g.  by  Buusen,  Anal.  Ante-Nicena,  iii.  p.  15)  to  shew  that 
the  Lord's  Prayer  is  here  meant. 

p  Ep.  ad  Joann.  Episc.  Syrac. :  "  Orationem  dominicam  mox  post 
precem  [the  ^hxh  >^6yov,  or  "  consecration  prayer,"  of  Justin]  dicimus : 
quia  mos  Apostolomm  erat,  ad  ipsam  solummodo  Orationem  [i.e.  with  the 
Lord's  Prayer  as  the  sole  accompaniment,  or  prefix  rather,  to  the  or- 
dained formula  of  consecration]  oblationis  hostiam  consecrare.  Et 
valde  inconveuiens  mihi  visum  est,  ut  precem,  quern  scholasticus  eompo- 
suerat,  [i.e.  which  received  its  form  as  a  whole  from  some  human  com- 
poser, see  St.  Aug.  al.  ap.  Suicer,  in  v.]  super  oblationis  hostiam  dice- 
rcmus,  et  ipsam  traditionem,  quam  Redemptor  noster  composuit,  super 
Ejus  Corpus  et  Sauguuiem  non  diceremus."  This  seems  to  be  the  real 
meaning  of  this  much-discussed  passage  :  for  which  see  Bona,  Mui'atori, 
and  Daniel,  Cod.  Lit.,  pp.  41,  42. 

•i  This  is  proved  by  the  instructions  for  consecrating  additional  Bread 
and  Wine  in  our  present  ritual,  derived  from  those  laid  down  in  the 
middle  period  for  a  similar  case :  for  which  see  in  Maskell,  Anc.  Lit., 
p.  172,  ed.  1S40. 

'  See  the  whole  question  discussed  by  Neale,  Gen.  Introd.,  p.  492. 
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tion,  and  2.  one  of  Invocation  of  the  Holy  Ghost. 
In  truth,  the  view  refutes  itself ;  for  it  discinalifies 
the  oblation  for  the  very  purpose  for  which  it  is 
avowedly  placed  there,  namely,  to  make  oiFcring  of 
the  already  consecrated  Gifts,  i.e.  of  the  Body  and 
Blood  of  Christ ;  thus  reducing  it  to  a  level  with  the 
oblation  at  the  beginning  of  the  Office".  The  only 
view,  in  short,  that  can  be  taken  of  these  very  ancient 
prayers,  is  that  they  are  to  be  conceived  of  as  offered 
simultaneously'  with  the  recitation  of  the  Institution. 
The  Church,  through  reverence,  has  forborne  to  offer 
them  so,  yet  sought  to  satisfy  her  prayerful  desires 
by  this  expedient''.  To  conceive  that  some  time 
elapses  ere  the  intercessory  AVork  of  Christ  takes 
effect,  is  a  position  which  hardly  commends  itself  to 
the  mind  of  faith. 

2.  The    Church,   then,   has    now   given   herself  to 
God   in  Christ.     It   remains    that    she    should    seek 

•  lu  other  words,  the  Eastern  Church,  to  be  consistent,  or  even  in- 
telligible, ought  to  have  the  prayer  of  Oblation  after  the  Invoeation  of 
the  Holy  Ghost :  as,  in  fact,  the  Syriac  form  lias,  (Nealo,  41)0).  It  i.s 
in  vain  to  say  that  they  consider  the  consecration  as  "in  a  certain 
sense"  completed  by  the  words  of  Institution,  (so  Nealc,  p.  501).  This 
were,  in  fact,  to  concede  the  whole  point  at  issue.  The  fact  tiiat  (\vf) 
of  the  most  ancient  offices  in  the  world,  the  Greek  aiul  the  Syriac  Lit. 
of  St.  James,  have  the  Oblation  and  Invocation  in  a  different  ordir,  is 
most  instructive.  It  cannot,  with  Mr.  Nealc,  be  attribulcd  to  a  dilTo- 
reut  view  in  the  Syrian  Churches.  It  proves  that  the  order  and  the 
very  existence  of  sucli  prayers  is  a  matter  of  indilFcrcnce,  liavini,'  no 
elTcct  on  the  validity  of  the  consecration. 

'  This  feeling  is  embodied  in  the  words  peculiar  lo  tlic  Syriac  Lit.  of 
S.James:  "How  terrible  is  this  hour,  in  wliidi  the  Holy  <'1»J«'' 
hastens  to  descend  from  the  height  of  heaven,  and  l)rood»  over  this 
Eucharist  and  sanctifies  it.     In  silence  and  fear  stand  and  prny." 

"  Renaudot  has  pointed  out  tiiat  the  East  indulge,'*  elsc\vh<'re  in 
such  ex  pod  facto  prayers;  as  e.g.  after  Baptism,  for  rrgenenili<m  ; 
after  marriage,  for  the  marriage  blessing:  Neale.  p.  !'.»•>;  who  en- 
deavours, without  success,  to  shew  that  the  eases  arc  not  parullel. 
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communion  throudi  Christ  vvitli  God.  And  this  she 
docs,  according  to  the  Liturgies,  by  receiving  back 
again''  from  God,  to  this  new  purpose,  the  same  Ele- 
ments in  which  she  had  offered  herself.  And  tlie 
question  will  naturally  arise,  Whether  any  new  conse- 
cration is  required,  to  constitute  them  spiritual  and 
divine  Food  for  man,  besides  what  they  have  already 
received,  in  order  to  their  becoming  an  acceptable 
Gift  to  God?  And  here,  again,  the  analogy  of  the 
Shew-bread  distinctly  answers  in  the  negative.  One 
consecration,  one  touch  of  frankincense  and  fire, 
sufficed  to  fit  the  Shew-bread  to  carry  Israel  into  the 
Presence  of  God,  and  to  bring  the  Presence  of  God 
to  Israel.  The  loaves  which  on  one  Sabbath  w^ere 
"  set  in  order,"  and  so  far  presented  to  God,  were  on  the 
following  Sabbath  consecrated  by  fire,  and  so  sacri- 
ficed ;  and  then  eaten,  without  any  fresh  sanctification, 
to  all  covenant  purposes.  Even  so,  at  the  first  exer- 
cise of  Christ's  High-Priesthood,  one  Divine  memorial 
Action,  identifying  the  Bread  and  ^Vine  with  His 
Body  and  Blood,  constituted  them  vehicles  both  for 
the  presentation  of  man,  in  Him,  to  God,  and  for  the 
communication  of  God,  in  Him,  to  man.  And  the 
same  ever  holds,  whensoever  the  Church  makes  her 
memorial  Offerino-.  One  intervention  of  her  Hio;h- 
Priest  sends  up  her  Eucharistic  Gift  to  God  in 
Christ,  and  brings  down  Christ,  her  Eucharistic  Food, 
from  God^ 

»  See  above,  p.  190. 

y  Hence  there  is  no  need  for  the  theory,  (devised  by  modem  ritualists, 
seeking  to  account  for  the  phenomena  presented  by  the  Eastern  Litur- 
gies,) that  the  words  of  Institution  make  the  Elements  the  symbols  only 
of  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ ;  the  Invocation  of  the  Holy  Spirit 
making  them  further  to  be  such  in  virtue  and  reality.  I  refer  to  Jolm- 
son.  Unbloody  Sacrifice,  passim ;    Brett,  Collection  of  Liturgies,  and 
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And  on  a  review  of  the  position  of  the  three  great 
divisions  of  the  Church,  in  the  matter  of  coiisecratioii, 
it  appears,  1.  that  the  theory  of  the  Eastern  Church, 
as  embodied  in  her  catechisms  and  current  teaching,  is 
utterly  untenable  ;  2.  that  the  Liturgies  of  the  East 
and  of  Rome,  rightly  understood,  embody  the  true 
theory,  but  are  liable,  owing  to  their  having  post- 
institution  ary  prayers,  to  misconstruction  as  to  the 
essentials  of  consecration  \  a  snare  which,  of  the  two, 
the  Roman  Church  only  has  avoided ;  and  3.  that  the 
Eno;lish  Church  has  restored  what  seems  to  have  been 
the  Apostolic  model  in  this  respect,  not  having  any 
such  prayers  :  and  thus,  while  sound,  in  connnon 
with  the  rest  of  the  West,  in  her  theory,  leaves  no 
room  for  misapprehension.  Her  disadvantage,  on  the 
other  hand,  is  that  she  expresses  less  distinctly,  to  the 
common  apprehension,  the  Church's  oblationary  and 
sacrificial  action  in  the  matter.  And  her  danger,  not 
altogether  avoided  in  practice  hitherto,  has  been  that 
of  undervaluing  the  Sacrifice  in  her  zeal  for  Conunu- 
iiion,  as  that  of  Rome  has  been  of  undervahiing  Com- 
munion in  her  zeal  for  Sacrifice. 

And  in  one  point  more, — though  I  should  be  un- 
willing to  uisist  upon  it  as  of  erpial  clearness  or  im- 
portance with  those  spoken  of  hitherto, —  the  Sliew- 
bread  seems  to  be  not  without  its  significance,  lis 
weel-ly  recurrence  may  well  have  foresliadowcd  the 
association  of  the  Church's  Eucliaristic  CVkbralion, 
as  her  (/eneral  though  by  no  means  her  exclusive 
law,  with  the  weekly  Lord's  Day.  If  it  be  said  that 
such  a  view  savours  of  the  oldncss  of  (lie  Mosaic 
letter,    let    it    be   borne    in    mind,    tiiat    tins    is    tiic 

various  writers  on  the  Scotch  Coinni\iiiioii  Ollicc;  e.g.  ibc  vcrjf  kariiftl 
Mr.  G.  II.  Forbes,  in  bis  "  Cliristian  Sacrifice." 
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very  ordinance  which,  alone  out  of  the  ancient  system, 
has  passed  on  ahuost  without  any  chanye  into  the 
new ;  and  that  a  probabiUty  arises  hence,  that  its  law 
of  recurrence  might  be  destined  to  be  preserved  also. 
Taking  also  into  our  consideration  the  appearances 
of  our  Lord  to  His  Apostles  on  the  Sunday  of  His 
Resurrection  and  its  octave,  we  cannot  escape  from 
the  conclusion  that  earthly  time,  as  measured  out  at 
the  Creation, — that  is,  the  institution  of  "  the  Week," 
— is  still  of  high  account  before  God ;  and  that  the 
Christian  Weekly  Festival  has  its  recognition,  even 
in  heavenly  places,  as  the  day  supremely  fitted  ^ 
for  Eucharistic  Offering  and  Reception.  Nor  is  it 
without  significance  for  us,  that  though  the  sacrifice 
and  reception  were  but  weekly,  the  dedication  was 
continuous.  What  time  the  priests  ofiFered  and  ate 
the  "  hallowed  bread,"  they  "  put  hot  bread  before 
the  Lord."  The  Oblation,  and  with  it  the  dedicated 
people,  lay  in  a  deep  mystery,  the  livelong  week, 
before  the  Majesty  in  Heaven.  Though  this  part  of 
the  Shew-bread  ordinance  was  not  destined  to  survive'* 

•  It  is  not,  then,  a  mere  "  poet's  di-eam,"  but  a  siistaiiiing  verity  of 
tlie  Divine  life,  that 

"  On  Sunday  heaven's  gate  stands  ope, 

Blessings  are  plentiful  and  life." — Geoege  Herbert. 

■  That  is  to  say,  that  no  fresh  oblation  or  "  setting  in  order"  of  new 
elements  has  ever  been  made  on  each  Sunday,  to  remain  before  God  aU 
the  week,  and  be  consecrated  the  next  Sunday.  Yet  the  pain  beai  of 
modern  times,  the  Eidogke  of  the  West,  the  Autidora  of  the  East,  carry 
back  to  very  early  or  even  primitive  days,  as  a  local  custom,  (perhaps 
peculiar  to  Africa),  the  recognition  of  some  benefit  attaching  to  the 
merely  offered  (not  consecrated)  bread.  To  this,  it  is  infinitely  probal)le, 
rather  than  to  reservation  of  the  consecrated  elements,  Tertullian  refers, 
in  speaking  of  "  that  wliich  the  believing  wife  would  eat  before  any 
other  food,"  (Ad  Ux.  ii.  5).  So  Cyprian  speaks  of  a  woman's  keeping 
the  "  sanctum  Domini"  (not  Corpus)  in  her  chest.  And  S.  Augustuie  : 
"  Quod  accipiiuit  catechuuieni,  quamvis  non  est  Corpus  Chi-isti,  sanctum 
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in  a  material  form  in  the  Christian  Chnrcli,  yet  do  we 
— the  Enghsh  especially — offer  ourselves  afresh''  ere 
we  leave  the  sanctuary.  And  the  Sacrifice  of  each 
returning  Lord's  Day  has  a  special  commission  to  sum 
up  the  offerings  of  the  previous  week,  and  to  present 
them  with  acceptance.  (Comp.  1  Cor.  xvi.  2.)  So, 
too,  the  Reception  of  that  day  would  seem  to  be 
specially  designed  as  a  spiritual  refection  to  sustain 
the  soul  of  man  through  the  week  of  his  natural  toil. 
Certain  it  is  that,  for  the  mass  of  mankind,  weekly 
Eucharist  has  been,  and  ever  must  be,  the  maximum 
of  attainable  privilege.  On  one  day  of  the  week  only 
are  our  "  twelve  tribes"  at  leisure,  as  of  old,  to  ac- 
company in  person,  by  "  holy  convocations  unto  the 
Lord,"  the  mystical  offering  of  them,  made  on  earth 
and  ratified  in  heaven,  by  the  True  Shew-bread. 

(2.)  The  Golden  Candlestick,  the  twin  Ordinance 
to  the  Table  of  Shew-bread,  may  be  discussed  more 
briefly.  As  in  the  one  the  people  were  j)resented  be- 
fore God,  as  His  Divine  Food,  in  the  eatable  fruits  of 
the  land,  corn,  wine  and  oil ;  so  in  the  other,  filled 
with  that  special  produce  of  the  land  which  yi(  Idcd 

est  tamen,  et  sanctius  q\iam  cibi  quibus  alimur,  quoniam  sacrainrnhnu 
est."  De  Pecc,  ii.  26.  It  is  vain  to  interpret  this,  with  Bona  and 
Bingham,  x..  2.  16,  of  the  salt  given  to  catechumens.  Our  own  15cvc- 
ridge  understands  it  of  tlie  offered  bread ;  and  the  Tliird  Council  of  Car- 
tilage, Can.  5,  at  which  S.  Augustine  was  present,  a.d.  397,  di.'^tinctly 
says  that  even  on  the  solemn  paschal  days,  the  catechumens  siiouhl  not 
change  their  ordinary  "  Sacramentum"  of  salt  for  any  other.  Now  thi.t 
clearly  implies  that  a  habit  of  using  something  else,  namely  tiic 
"  bread,"  had  existed  more  or  less  hillicHo.  And  llii!  same  is  implied 
by  Theophilus  of  Alexandria  (a.d.  385)  when  he  denies  the  EitUujiiX  lo 
the  catechumens.  Can.  7.     See  Ncale's  Introd.,  p.  oJ.'j. 

^  "And  here  we  ofler  and  present  untoTiiec,  0  Lord,  oursclve.\  *e  . 
to  be  ...  a  sacrifice  unto  Thee."  Compare  too,  in  this  connection,  llm 
continuance  of  the  .same  Collect,  Epistle,  and  Go.spel,  throuKlioul  the 
week  ;  and  on  the  whole  sul)ject  sec  above,  vol.  i.  i>p.  188  —  193. 
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light,  tliey  made  as  it  were  their  light  to  shine  before 
God.  For  it  was  specially  ordained''  that  the  people 
should  provide  the  oil  no  less  than  the  shew-bread. 
It  was  as  light  that  they  were  now  presented  and 
accepted'^.  Fire  has  its  donble  function  of  consuming, 
and  of  yielding  light.  \\\  both  characters  it  is  an 
emanation  of  the  Holy  Spirit.  As  then  by  the  con- 
suming touch  of  fire  Israel  was  presented  as  Food 
on  the  "  pure  table"  of  shew^-bread ;  so  by  its  ilht- 
minating  touch  were  they  presented  as  Light  in  the 
"  pure  candlestick."  The  devout  action  of  man,  con- 
secrated and  presented  by  the  Spirit,  is  Light  and  Joy 
to  the  Eyes  of  God ;  no  less  than,  as  presented  in  the 
Body  of  Christ,  it  is  to  Him  acceptable  Food.  And  as 
the  shew-bread  gift  returned  in  food  to  the  giver ;  so 
did  the  gift  rendered  to  God  by  man  in  the  oil  of  the 
candlestick  come  back  in  light  for  the  discharge  of 
his  own  holy  duties.  Thus,  as  the  Table  of  Shew- 
bread  sets  forth  in  all  respects  the  Eucharistic  Action 
of  Christ  and  His  Clnirch,  so  does  the  Candlestick 
the  several  and  the  more  ordinary  work  of  the  Holy 
Spirit  on  her  behalf,  apart  from  Eucharistic  operation. 
The  Spirit,  we  know,  as  well  as  the  Son,  has  His 
proper  office  of  "  making  intercession^ :"  and  on  those 
who  yield  themselves  to  be  "  light  in  the  Lord,"  their 
gift  returns  again  in  "  comfort,  life,  and  fire  of  love ;" 
at  once  guiding  and  cheering  them  in  their  duties 
heavenward.  "  If  any  man  will  do  His  Will,  he  shall 
know  of  the   doctrine."      And  this  imagery  of  the 

"  Lev.  xxiv.  2. 

"*  The  same  term  is  used  for  the  "  orderiug"  or  "  setting  forth"  of  the 
Candlestick  and  of  the  Shew-bread :  both  were  to  be  presented  "  con- 
tinually," and  as  a  "perpetual  statute."  Lev.  xxiv.  1—9. 

"=  Rom.  viii.  26. 
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sevenfold  Candlestick,  setting  forth  the  Church  as 
"  sometime  darkness,  but  now  Light  in  the  Lord," 
"  walking  in  the  Spirit,"  "  walking  in  the  Light,  as 
God  is  in  the  Light," — is  continued  in  the  Christian 
economy.  Here  on  earth  "  the  seven  golden  candle- 
sticks" are  still  the  "  seven  Churches,"  One,  manifold  ; 
and  "  before  the  Throne"  of  God  in  Heaven  are  not 
only  the  "  golden  altar"  and  the  "  golden  censer" 
with  "  much  incense,"  but  also  "  the  seven  lamps  of 
fire,  which  are  the  Seven  Spirits  of  God." 


SECTION  XII. 

We  have  now  completed  our  survey  of  the  Furni- 
ture, within  and  without,  of  the  Mosaic  Tabernacle ; 
and  considered  the  mode  of  operation  of  the  higher 
department  of  its  Service.  And  from  this  survey  we 
may  perceive  with  what  wonderful  truth  and  fulness 
the  promise  of  God  "that  He  would  dwell  in  themV 
was  made  good  to  Ills  people.  It  has  often  been 
observed^,  that  His  Holy  House  was  not  a  mere 
enclosed  space,  but  was  supplied,  after  the  manner  of 
human  habitations,  with  fire  and  food,  both  of  slain 
animals  and  fruits  of  the  earth  ;  with  light  and  grate- 
ful odours;  and  had  furniture  corresponding  to  these 
respectively.  It  is  uniformly  represented,  however'', 
that  all  this  was  merely  to  convey  to  man,  as  by  a 
picture,  the  idea  that  God  really  dwelt  there.  Ihit 
the  awful  and  mysterious  apphances  of  tlic  Mosaic 
Tabernacle  were  in  truth  no  sucli  empty  toys  ;  nor 

'  Exod.  xxix.  4.5.  '  See  Patrick  on  Kxod.  xxv.  ."'.0. 

''  E.g.  Abarbanel :  "There  was  in  tlic  Temple  ii  Tabl<-,  &c.,  that  it 
r/>i///it  he  thorovghh)  impressed  on  the  mind  of  the  people  tiiat  Uod  dwelt 
ill  the  n\idst  of  Israel." 
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the  system  any  such  mere  sliow.  The  people  whom 
God  had  taken  to  Himself  were  not  merely  as  a  House 
to  dwell  in ;  they  were  also  all  that  makes  a  house  to 
be  a  satisfying  and  gladdening  abode.  Their  being 
was  to  Him  a  Place  of  Rest',  "  a  living  Home  where 
He  could  dwell'' ;" — their  redeemed  and  re-sanctified 
service  and  love  were  to  His  essentially  Holy  Being 
ns  satisfying  Meat  and  Drink ;  a  sweet  Perfume  to 
His  Nostrils ;  Light  and  Joy  to  His  All-Holy  Eyes. 
A.nd  all  this,  doubtless,  because  that  service  and  that 
redeemed  and  purified  being  were,  after  all,  the  work 
of  His  Son  and  of  His  Spirit :  yea  His  Own  Holy 
Work,  wrought  by  Himself  in  perfect  unity  of  Will 
with  Them,  though  with  diversity  of  operations ;  His 
Own  mighty  and  gracious  Acts  returning  back  to 
Himself,  "  from  Whom,  and  by  Whom,  and  to 
WHiom  are  all  things :  to  Whom  be  glory  for  ever. 
Amen." 

Nor  can  it  need  to  be  pointed  out,  how  beautifully 
these  ordinances  expound  for  us  in  detail  the  lofty 
and  mysterious  language  of  the  New  Testament,  and 
of  the  Liturgies  of  the  Church,  on  the  subject  of  our 
presentation  before  God  in  Christ,  as  at  all  times,  so 
supremely  in  Eucharistic  Celebration ;  of  our  access 
and  that  of  our  offerings  to  the  Holiest  Place^ ;  our 
being  mystically  in  Christ,  Who  by  His  personal  ap- 
pearance, His  One  Sacrifice,  and  the  Incense  of  His 
Intercession,  has  carried  us  in  thither;  our  "dwelling 
with  Christ  in  heavenly  places ;"  our  being  a  sacrifice 


'  Ps.  cxxxii.  14,  15  ;  1  Kings  ix.  3, 

''  See  Christian  Year,  Annunciation  of  B.  V.  M.,  last  stanza.  It  will 
be  understood  that  it  was  by  a  lower  mode  of  His  Presence  that  God 
thus  dwelt  in  His  elder  people. 

'  Heb.  ix.  8,  x.  19.     For  the  Litm-gies,  see  above,  p.  179,  note  s. 
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really  "  acceptable"  to  God ;  our  being  to  God  "  a 
sweet  savour  of  Christ," — Christ,  Who  is  supreint-lv 
"an  Offering  and  Sacrifice  to  God  for  a  sweet  smell- 
ing savour  j"  our  being  "  sometime  darkness,  but  now 
light  in  the  Lord ;"  and  the  like  expressions.  Aiul 
the  same  may  be  said  of  the  subject  of  God's  "  dwell- 
ing in  us,"  and  "  taking  up  His  abode  in  us." 

Indeed,  it  would  be  easy  to  multiply  points  on 
which  a  careful  view  of  this  department  of  the 
Mosaic  ritual  illustrates  and  interprets  for  us  our 
Christian  position.  Two  only,  on  account  of  their 
extreme  importance,  must  be  touched  upon  here. 

1.  And  first,  the  glorious  supremacy  and  soleness 
of  the  One  Sacrifice  once  offered  by  Christ,  and  by 
Him  pleaded  evermore,  is  fully  vindicated,  and  the 
relation  of  the  Eucharistic  Sacrifice  to  it  defined,  by 
comparing  the  position  and  functions  of  the  altars  of 
Burnt-offering  and  of  Incense  on  the  one  hand,  with 
those  of  the  table  of  Show-bread  on  the  other.  'JY/c 
Sacrifice,  containing  all  sacrificial  power,  and  fontal  to 
all  sacrificial  blessing,  was  that  of  the  lamb,  presented 
through  the  bread  and  wine, — consumed  by  the  fire, 
— and  borne  in  upon  the  incense  into  the  Uoliest 
place.  That  sacrifice  was  the  o/i/j/  perfect  whole 
burnt-oftering  J  in  it  alone  the  bread  and  wine,  no  less 
than  the  lamb,  "were  entirely  consumed  for  God,  and 
as  His  Food.  So  was  the  whole  Church,  and  in  and 
with  her  the  whole  sphere  of  being  to  which  the  cuim; 
had  extended,  once  for  all  cleansed'"  and  acccpUd 
and  received  up  by  Christ's  Offering  of  Hunself  to 
God  at  the  Last  Supper;  an  OU'ering  ah'cady  in  active 

">  Comp.  what  has  been  said  above  (pp.  05,  07;  of  tlic  lower  riTalion 
havmg  been  in  a  manner  "received  up  into  licjivni,"  and  "clcaubcd  '  by 
the  Passion. 
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and  cfloclive  progress,  though  waiting  to  be  con- 
summated on  the  Cross.  The  great  work  of  Redemp- 
tion, of  Recovery,  of  Re-admission,  was  in  its  essence, 
in  the  implicit  and  mystical  sense,  fully  accomplished 
then.  The  great  Burnt-Sacrifice  of  Himself,  and  in 
it  the  accepted  Church,  was  forthwith  borne  in,  in 
a  profound  mystery,  by  the  Incense  of  His  Inter- 
cession, into  the  Holiest  Place.  The  giving  of  Him- 
self to  man,  though  an  unspeakably  important  branch 
of  that  Work,  and  forming  one  whole  with  it,  was  still 
but  a  branch,  a  dependency  of  it.  Nothing  could 
more  strongly  mark  this,  than  the  fact  that  the  great 
highway  of  sacrifice,  as  I  have  ventured  to  call  it, 
leading  directly  to  the  mercy-seat,  was  solely  and 
exclusively  occupied  by  the  altars  of  burnt-offering 
and  of  incense ; — the  copies  of  the  Sacrifice  and  the 
Intercession  of  Christ  respectively.  The  institution 
of  the  shew-bread,  the  instrument  of  man's  ever-re- 
newed dedication  and  refection  throuo;h  the  one  sacri- 
fice, — however  in  itself  sacrificial, — nay,  albeit  per- 
formed by  the  high-priest  himself,  yet  stood  humbly 
aside  from  that  path  of  victorious  power.  It  was 
manifestly,  as  a  sacrifice,  a  tributary  to  it ;  as  a  feast, 
a  stream  flowing  out  from  it. 

And  even  so  was  it  at  the  Last  Supper.  To  de- 
scribe in  terms  of  the  Mosaic  system  what  was  done 
on  that  august  occasion  : — our  Lord  may  be  conceived 
of  as  having  just  oft'ered  His  great  Sacrifice  on  the 
Altar  of  Rurnt-ofTering,  the  Cross, — in  the  Divine 
view  present  already;  an  Offering  preceded  and  fol- 
lowed up  by  the  "  sweet  savour"  of  His  Intercessory 
Will,  presented  on  the  true  Altar  of  Incense,  His  Own 
Heart; — then  to  have  gone  aside,  if  reverently  we 
may  say  so,  to  the  Table  of  Shew-bread;  where,  how- 
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ever,  it  needed  not  that  lie  should  oflPer  again  in 
Bread  and  Wine,  "  for  this  lie  did  once,  when  lie 
offered  up  Himself," — but  only  that  He  should  give 
of  the  Elements  already  offered,  and  which,  though  as 
aBurnt-ofFering  consumed,  yet  as  Shew-bread  were  un- 
consumed  still.  The  "  blessing  and  giving  of  thanks" 
whereby  the  Offering  was  given  to  God  at  the  Altar 
of  Burnt-offering,  was  followed  by  "  Take,  eat"  and 
"  Drink  ye  all  of  this,"  as  at  the  Table  of  Shew- 
bread.  And  in  fact,  if  we  go  back  to  the  inaugural 
sacrifice  of  Aaron,  (which  of  course  was  to  the  Old 
System  what  Christ's  Sacrifice  of  Himself  was  to  the 
New,)  we  shall  find  that  the  very  next  act  of  His 
ministry,  within  a  few  hours  of  that  offering,  was  no 
other  than  the  presentation  and  eating,  by  himself  and 
his  sons  the  priests,  of  the  shew-bread  ; — the  next  day 
being,  as  it  seems,  the  sabbath,  (cf.  Lev.  ix.,  Num.  ix.)  : 
one  among  many  forecastings  of  the  exact  frame  and 
order  which  the  sacrificial  work  of  Christ  was  destined 
to  assume. 

2.  Again,  we  obtain  from  this  source  some  light  as 
to  the  sense  in  which  Christ  presents  continually  in 
Heaven  His  Sacrifice  of  Himself.  That  in  some  true 
sense  He  does  so,  were  it  only  in  the  sense  of  plead- 
ing it,  all  must  allow.  But  we  are  nowhere  told  in 
Holy  Scripture  that  He  actually  and  literally  carried 
the  Sacrifice  of  His  broken  Body  and  potu'id-out 
Blood,  by  a  local  translation,  into  the  Heavenly  IMaccs. 
When  He  gave  Himself  at  the  Last  Siipj)er,  and  when  I  lo 
was  offered  on  the  Cross,  the  Sacrifice  abode  still,  lo- 
cally, upon  earth.  When  He  ascended  to  Heaven,  it  was 
as  Risen,  and  with  a  reunited  Body,  Soul,  and  Spirit. 
And  though  it  is  said,  in  the  Revelation,  that  there 
appeared  in  the  midst  of  the  Throne  a  "  Lain!)  as  it 
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had  been  slain","  the  hmguage  is  qualified,  meaning 
«])|)arently  "  as  if  it  had  once  been  pierced  or  shiin  :" 
and  the  context  refers  to  the  Sacrifice  as  a  past  event ; 
"  Thou  wast  slain,  and  didst  redeem  us  unto  God  by 
Thy  Blood."  It  should  seem,  therefore,  (to  speak  with 
caution  of  a  dec])ly  mysterious  subject,)  that  the 
Sacrifice  of  "the  Body  and  Blood"  is  in  Heaven,  in 
the  sense  in  which  the  Mosaic  burnt-offering  entered 
into  the  Holy  phace  by  means  of  the  incense  at  the 
time  of  its  offering,  and  by  the  personal  appearance 
there  of  the  High-Priest  once  a-year:  that  is  to  say, 
by  the  Intercession  of  Christ,  availing  at  the  time, 
and  continued  ever  siuce,  and  by  His  appearing  there 
as  High-Priest.  And  accordingly  in  this  very  scene" 
in  the  Revelation,  the  "  Angel"  (i.e.  Christ,  as  it  should 
seem)  offers  up  not,  as  we  might  have  expected,  the 
Body  and  Blood  of  the  Lamb,  but  "  much  incense," 
as  the  accompaniment  and  vehicle  of  the  prayers  of 
the  saints,  upon  the  Golden  Altar  that  is  before  the 
Throne.  It  is  as  borne  upon  the  Incense  of  His  In- 
tercession, and  as  presented  evermore  in  a  mystery 
in  His  Holy  Hands  p,  not  locally,  that  the  once 
broken  Body  and  poured-out  B!ood  of  the  Sacrifice  is 
pleaded.  So  the  sprinkling  of  His  Blood  towards  the 
True  Mercy-seat,  which,  from  the  analogy  of  the  Mosaic 
scheme,  doubtless  took  place  in  some  sense,  would 
seem  to   have   been   accomplished,  though  really,  in 

"  Rev.  V.  6 :  apvlov  ea-rrjKhs,  i>s  earipayfxevov.  The  coiitext,  it  need  not 
be  said,  shews  that  the  Lamb  was  now  seen  as  alive. 

°  Rev.  viii.  3,  4.  This  is  of  course  (see  ver.  1)  a  continuation  of  the 
scene  in  ch.  v.  6.  The  "  prayers  of  the  saints,"  in  the  form  of  "  golden 
cups  full  of  incense"  held  by  the  twenty-four  elders,  are  spoken  of  in 
ch.  V.  8  :  and  in  ch.  viii.  they  are  presented  on  the  Golden  Altar  by  means 
of  the  "  much  incense"  of  the  angel. 

p  Comp.  Ps.  cxli. :  "  Let  My  Prayer  be  Incense  set  forth  in  Thy  sight, 
and  the  lifting  up  of  My  Hands  an  evening  Sacrifice." 
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mystery  only,  not  physically  or  luca'ly.  And  accord- 
ingly St.  Paul  does  not  say  it  Avas  with  His  Own 
Blood,  but  "  hij  it,  that  He  entered  in  once  into  the 
Holy  Place  *!."  While,  therefore,  the  Natural  Body 
of  Christ,  in  its  natural  capacity  and  condition,  and 
as  Risen,  has  entered  locally  into  Heaven,  and  there 
abides :  His  Body  and  Blood,  considered  as  a  Sacri- 
fice, were  literally  and  locally  offered  on  earth  once  for 
all,  and  but  once ;  and  are  only  in  a  mystery,  though 
still  in  deepest  reality,  offered  now  on  earth  or  in 
Heaven.  Hence  no  inference  can  be  drawn,  as  has 
been  attempted  of  late  years,  to  the  effect  that  the 
consecrated  Elements,  whether  separately  or  con- 
jointly, are  the  Living  and  Risen  Body  of  Christ. 
AVhat  the  Living  and  Risen  Christ  presents  and  pleads 
evermore  in  Heaven,  is  His  niighty  wonder-working 
Death,  undergone  ages  ago;  not,  as  some  would 
have  us  believe.  His  Resurrection,  which  was  not  His 
Labour,  but  His  Reward.  And  so,  too,  what  tlie 
C'liurch  evermore  pleads  and  presents,  is  His  liody 
[uid  Ijlood,  such  as  thoy  were  wIkmi  the  One  was 
broken  and  the  Other  poured  forth  upon  the  Cross; 
which  condition  of  them  is  in  a  mystery  perj)etu- 
ated  still  :  "  The  same  Body  as  now,  but  not  the 
Body  as  it  is  now  *■." 

1  IIcl).  ix.  12. 

'  Bp.  Andrewes :  " Epulenmr,  'let  us  fcasi,'  doili  horo  refer  to  inimO' 
latus,  '  sacriflced.*  To  Christ,  not  every  way  considered,  but  a.i  when  Uc 
iruH  offered,  ("lirist's  Body  that  now  is.  True;  but  not  Christ's  Body 
as  now  it  is,  but  as  then  it  was  when  it  was  offered,  rent,  slain,  undmrri- 
Jiced  for  us.  Not,  as  now  lie  is,  glorified  ;  for  so  lie  is  not,  He  cannot 
be,  immolaius,  'sacrificed,'  for  lie  is  iunnortal  and  impassil)lc.  .  .  .  ^\  o 
are  in  this  action  not  only  carried  up  to  Christ,  Sursiim  corda,  but  also 
back  to  Christ  as  He  was  at  the  very  instant  and  in  the  very  act  of  His 
offering.  By  the  power  of  His  Eternal  Si)iri(,  He,  as  at  the  very  act 
of  His  offering,  is  made  present  to  us,  and  wc  incorporate  into  His 

P 
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But  wc  sIkiH  more  fully  uiukM-staiul  tlie  priestly 
and  cucliaristic  Work  of  Christ,  and  of  His  Cliurch 
in  Ilini,  by  surveying  the  second  of  those  two  great 
departments  into  wliich,  as  has  been  said  above,  the 
Tabernacle  Ministry  is  divisible.  For  it  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that,  in  all  that  has  been  described  hitherto, 
the  people  were,  strictly  speaking,  passive.  In  the 
presentation  of  the  daily  Offering,  of  the  incense,  of 
the  shew-bread,  of  the  candlestick,  nay  even  in  the 
consumption  of  the  shew-])read,  they  took  their  part 
by  representation  oidy,  and  implicitly,  not  literally  and 
in  person.  In  order  to  understand  how  they  were 
admitted  to  their  personal  share  in  the  work,  we  must 
investigate,  somewhat  more  exactly  than  has  been  done 
hitherto,  certain  distinctions  and  principles  involved 
in  the  old  sacrificial  system.  Thus,  for  example,  fre- 
quent mention  has  been  made  not  only  of  twofold 
materials  used  in  the  sacrifices, — animals  and  fruits 
of  the  earth  ;  but  also  of  three  kinds  or  classes  of 
them, — Burnt-ofFerings,  Sin  or  Trespass-offerings,  and 
Peace-offerings.  It  has  been  assumed  again  for  the 
most  part,  and  may  be  thought  to  call  for  more  exact 
proof,  that  these  sacrifices  were  real  gifts  to  God : 
that  they  had  a  commission  to  purify,  and  were 
adapted  for  that  purpose  ;  and  the  like. 

1.  Let  us  consider,  then,  in  the  first  place,  the 
Burnt-offering,  Heb.  Olah  ,-  the  sacrifice  which  wholly 
"  went  up,"  being  entirely  consumed  by  fire.     This 

Death.  Thither  we  must  repair,  ever  ad  cadaver"  The  writer  had 
uuconscioiLsly  used  nearly  the  very  same  language  above,  Introd., 
p.  152,  q.  V. 
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\vas  the  chief  and  king  of  all  sacrifices;  the  other  two 
kinds  being  in  a  certain  sense  (to  he  explained  pre- 
sently) contained  in  it,  and  having  no  existence  but  in 
relation  to  it.  In  it  the  religion  of  the  old  world,  tlu; 
Mosaic  world  included,  stood  and  had  its  being  ;  even 
as  the  religion  of  the  new-created  world  has  its  stand- 
ing and  existence  in  the  One  Trno  Burnt-oticring,  the 
Sacrifice  of  Christ.  It  was  the  one  threefold  golden 
chain  let  down  from  heaven  to  earth  from  the  hour  of 
the  Fall :  availing,  indeed,  to  purposes  far  short  of  the 
needs  of  humanity,  yet  sufficing  to  keep  open  a  com- 
nmnication  between  God  and  man  to  certain  spiritual 
j)urposes,  by  carrying  on  within  certain  limits  a  work 
of  self-gift  and  dedication  on  the  one  hand,  and  of 
acceptable  admission  to  the  Divine  Presence  and  Ser- 
vice on  the  other.  \A'hence  it  derived  its  capacity  for 
the  lallcr  of  these  two  purposes,  we  have  already 
enquired  at  some  length  in  the  earlier  part  of  this 
treatise".  But  we  have  yet  to  consider  it  under  the 
other  character,  of  a  (jift  on  the  part  of  man.  A 
discussion  of  this  point  must  precede  our  entiuiry 
into  the  laws  of  administration  of  the  ancient  Ihirnt- 
sacrifice. 

Now  it  may  safely  be  affirmed,  that  as  tlie  design 
and  effect  of  all  sacrifice,  on  God's  })art,  was  to  re- 
stoiv  man  to  His  Presence  ;  so  the  purport  (jf  it,  as 
rendered  by  nnni,  was  U)  2jrcsent  a  (jlft  to  God.  This 
is  manifest  even  from  etymological  considerations. 
The   two  ^   most   usual   generic   terms   for  '  sacrifice ' 

•  pp.  17,  &c. 

'  1.  Corban,  from  karoh,  'to  draw  near;'  in  llipli.  'to  t)iiiif,'  near,'  as 
n  gift  or  present.  It  may  be  seen  in  Judg.  iii.  J 8,  vi.  IS,  Mai.  i.  8, 
tliat  it  proijcrly  means  any  "present;"  not  neecssarily  an  ofTerinc;  to 
God.   2.  Minchah,  from  yoiorh,  to  '  cause  to  rest,'  or  '  leave  behind  one.' 

p  2 
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ill  Hebrew,  menu  simply  gift  or  present,  whether  to 
mail  or  to  God.  In  the  New  Testament  all  manner 
of  sacritR-es  are  still  called  gifts",  and  declared  to  have 
the  iiatnre  of  acceptable  presents ;  as  well  those  of  the 
Elder  system  as  that  which,  under  the  New,  is  pre- 
sented to  God  in  Christ :  and  this  language  has  passed 
largely  into  the  Liturgies.  And  accordingly  in  the  old 
burnt-offering,  when  we  examine  its  structure,  we  find 
man  exhibited  supremely  and  emphatically  in  the  cha- 
racter of  one  making  a  gift ;  and  that  too  the  most 
valuable  within  his  reach. 

Xext  to  the  rational  soul  and  body  of  man,  which 
confessedly  stand  at  the  head  of  all  existences,  material 
and  immaterial,  in  the  lower  world,  the  most  excel- 
lent undoubtedly  are,  1.  the  mysterious  life,  and  2.  the 
marvellous  pJii/sical  structure,  of  the  higher  domestic 
animals.  And  next  after  these  come  such  products 
of  the  vegetable  creation  as  are  useful,  whether  for 
food,  for  light,  or  for  fragrance,  to  man.  These 
things,  in  truth,  lie  at  the  foundation,  and  are  essen- 
tially the  substance,  of  all  property.  "  The  king  him- 
self is  served  by  the  field ""."  Now  the  law  of  the 
burnt-offering  was,  that  from  among  these  choicest 
works  of  God,  and  possessions  of  man,  the  best  and 
the  choicest  still, — the  quintessence  of  this  world's 

In  Gen.  xxxiii.  10,  Jacob's  present  to  Esau  is  called  minchah.  So 
2  Sam.  viii.  2.  So  the  less  usual  terms  methanah,  (Exod.  xxviii.  38,  see 
Gen.  XXV.  6,  comp.  Mai.  i.  7,  8,)  and  mashah,  (Ps.  cxli.  2,  comp.  2  Sam. 
xi.  8,)  are  terms  of  gift. 

»  St.  Matt.  V.  23,  xxiii.  18.  In  viii.  4,  "tlie  gift  that  Moses  com- 
manded" was  two  lambs  for  a  sin-offering  and  burnt-offering,  (Lev.  xiv. 
12,  19).  In  Heb.  v.  1,  viii.  3,  the  offering  of  "gifts  and  sacrifices" 
(where  gift  is  the  generic  term,  see  viii.  4,  and  sacrifices  =  peace-offer- 
ings) is  manifestly  ascribed  to  Christ.  In  Rom.  xii.  1,  1  Pet.  ii  5,  the 
"  accept  ableness  "  of  our  sacrifices,  doubtless  as  gifts,  is  affirmed. 

*  Eccl.  v.  9. 
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good, — should  be  selected ;  and,  in  respect  both  of 
their  life,  and  of  their  physical  structure^',  be  devoted 
to  destruction. 

Now  on  steadily  contemplating  this  action,  in  its 
entire  extent,  we  can  arrive  at  but  one  conclusion  : 
namely,  that  while,  in  the  spiritual  region,  the  thing 
so  dealt  with  would  operate  to  certain  effects,  above 
traced  out ;  the  essential  thing  desis-ned  on  man's 
part  was,  that  he  should  make  a  free  and  not  ignoble 
(/iff.  He  must  vtcd-e  away  entirely,  on  behalf  of  him- 
self and  others,  all  interest  and  advantage  in  a  pos- 
session of  some  value,  and  yield  it  wholly  to  God. 

It  may  be  objected,  however,  that  though  man 
may  be  a  giver,  in  the  sense  of  alienating  from  him- 
self a  portion  of  his  goods,  it  is  impossible  that  God 
should  be  a  Receiver ;  and  that  therefore  tlie  essential 
correlative  to  a  person  giving,  viz.  a  person  receiving 
benefit  or  increase,  is  wanting.  Hence  the  notion  has 
been  devised  that  sacrilices  were  called  "  gifts,"  be- 
cause they  were  a  contribution  towards  the  main- 
tenance of  the  service  ordained  by  God.  But  the 
view  cannot  be  sustained.  It  is  constantly  affirmed 
that  the  offerings  were  accepted  by  God  in  the  same 
sen.se  as  a  gift  is  accepted  by  one  man  from  another \ 

Nor,  to  speak  with  all  reverence  of  a  mysterious 

'  It  is  reiiiarkay)lc  tliat  cvcii  the  vcgotuble  substances  were  to  lie 
beaten  small,  pounded,  and  crushed.  Tlic  corn  of  first-fruits  \va.s  to  be 
"  beaten  corn,"  (Lev.  ii.  I'l) ;  the  flour  of  the  mcat-olTcring  (Exod. 
xxix.  40,  Lev.  ii.  5,)  to  be  "  fine  flour,"  {soleth,  from  salot/i,  Ileb.  to 
crush,  or  Arab,  to  divide)  ;  the  oil  both  for  the  moat-oirerinpf  (K.\i»(l. 
I.e.)  and  the  lamp  (Exod.  xxvii.  20)  to  be  "beaten;"  the  iiicr)i.^c 
"  beaten  very  small."  Tiiis  was  doubtless  with  tlie  view  of  defacing 
and  destroying  the  physical  ///^,  residing  in  the  cellular  tissue  (accord- 
ing  to  modern  science),  previous  to  consuming  tlie  entire  HuhndnKe 
by  fire. 

"  Sec  I  he  passages  above,  p.  211,  note  k. 
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subject,  is  tlierc  in  tnitli  any  such  unfitness  or  im- 
possibility as  lias  been  supposed,  in  man's  appearing 
in  the  attitude  of  one  who  can  rcaWy  r/ive  somewhat 
to  God.  xVll  things  indeed  belong  of  right  to  Him ; 
nor  is  there  anything  over  which  He  does  not,  in  this 
sense,  challenge  to  Himself  perfect  possession.  But  to 
His  actual  possession  of  all  things  there  is,  by  His 
Own  ordinance,  as  long  as  this  lower  frame  of  things 
shall  last,  one  mysterious  exception  or  limitation.  Over 
the  material  and  merely  animated  world,  considered 
in  itself,  His  possession  is  as  absolute  as  His  Right. 
To  all  rational  creatures,  on  the  contrary,  their  Will  is 
made  over  in  absolute  freedom.  Whether  this  shall 
be  really  and  effectually  His,  or  no,  is  left,  awfully 
left,  to  the  possessors  of  it  to  decide.  J/?d  i?i  the 
g\vbi(^  of  that  which  may  he  thus  withheld,  stands  the 
service  and  dutv  of  rational  creatures. — It  has  further 
to  be  considered  that  in  the  case  of  man,  this  free  will 
of  his,  this  power  to  give  or  withhold,  covers  a  large 
extent  of  existences,  material  and  immaterial.  It  ex- 
tends to  his  whole  being,  actions  and  possessions,  ex- 
ternal and  internal :  to  all  that  he  is,  or  does,  or  has. 
As  the  constituted  lord  of  creation,  and  as  nature's 
priest,  he  may  in  a  very  true  sense  give  to  God,  or 
withhold  from  Him,  as  far  as  its  rational  and  willing- 
presentation  is  concerned,  the  homage  even  of  the 
external  creation.  In  this  sense,  not  even  they  are  of 
necessity  given  to  God.  ]\Iuch  more  is  this  true  of 
his  own  heart  and  actions. 

There  is,  therefore,  no  such  objection  as  has  been 
supposed  to  the  idea  of  man's  making,  in  a  very  real  • 
sense,  a  yift,  and  that,  too,  no  mean  one,  to  God. 
It  is,  on  the  contrary,  the  privilege  of  all  rational  crea- 
tures so  to  give.     In  such  giving,  by  angels  and  men, 
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stands  the  perpetual  increase  of  God's  glory.  And 
after  all,  the  ind'niat'wn  to  give  or  offer,  no  less  than 
the  accept  abJ en  ess  of  that  which  is  offered,  must  pro- 
ceed *  from  God.  In  the  angels  both  these  exist  in 
perfection.  In  man  as  he  now  is  by  nature,  both  are 
wanting.  At  the  Fall,  the  will  of  man  was  confessedly 
turned  aside  from  its  native  inclination  to  give  itself 
to  God  :  'while  at  the  same  time  the  acceptableness  of 
the  whole  province  of  being,  to  which  that  will  extends, 
ceased  likewise.  And  to  restore  to  Himself  this  large 
and  comprehensive  department  of  being,  to  recover 
the  allegiance  of  this  vast  province  of  the  Divine  Em- 
pire, has  ever  since  been  the  great  work  of  the  Author 
and  Ruler  of  all.  Nor  did  He  ever  cease  from  that 
mighty  labour,  until  He  had  provided  a  means  whereby 
the  whole  beins:  of  man,  external  and  internal, — his 
body,  soul,  and  spirit,  with  all  his  external  posses- 
sions,— might  be  once  again  "  presented  acceptably  " 
by  the  "service"  of  a  "  rational  "  will  entirely  "con- 
formed to  the  good  and  perfect  Will  of  God\" 

But  the  work  of  restorati(;n  was  to  be  gradual. 
Man  was  in  the  first  instance  instructed  in  a  method  of 
rendering  back  to  God,  in  limited  measure,  the  homage 
of  the  world  vested  in  him,  as  well  as  of  hiujself 
botli  in  his  bodily  and  intmud  relations,  by  alienating 
from  himself,  as  has  been  said,  certain  of  the  choicest 
tilings  within  his  dominion.  And  what  made  this 
to  be  no  merely  symbolical  or  imaginary  surrender 
or  acceptance,  was  that  the  appointed  gifts  had  a  real 
sin)ernatural    capacity  for  rendering  t(;  (Jod  willi  ac- 

■  K|)h.  ii.  8:    "  By  grace  aro  yc  .saved,  tliroii^li  faith  ;  and  that  (viz. 
the  faith  or  willingness  to  accept  salvation)  not  of  yourselvc.i :  it   i.i 

the  gift  of  GrKl." 

''  Kom.  xii.  2. 
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roi)t;incc  that  lower  sphere  of  bcinp;,  by  taking  off  the 
curse  whieh  rendered  it  luifit  for  His  Presence.  The 
proof  that  this  was  so,  in  the  case  of  tlie  Holy  Land 
fov  example,  is  that  in  virtue'^  of  the  sacrifices  con- 
tinually offered  there,  it  was  delivered  from  a  por- 
tion of  the  primeval  curse,  brought  forth  abundantly 
beyond  other  lands,  and  enjoyed'^  a  peculiar  degree 
of  the  Presence  of  God.  But  the  same  may  be  traced 
very  distinctly  in  the  sacrifice  of  Noah®,  and  also, 
though  more  faintly,  in  the  post-Paradisal  region^ 
from  wdiich  Cain  was  cast  out.  And  doubtless  the 
like  blessing,  temporal  and  spiritual,  attended  in  a 
measure  on  all  faithful  sacritice  of  old  tiiiie. 

But  the  thing  that  was  supremely  given  and  ac- 
cepted w^as  no  other  than  the  offerer  himself.  It  was 
not  the  mere  parting  with  an  outward  possession, 
that  was  effected,  but  the  maintenance  or  restoration, 
as  the  case  might  be,  of  personal  acceptablenens. 
This  is  plainly  inscribed  on  the  scriptural  accounts  of 
the  sacrifices  of  Abel,  of  Noah,  of  Job,  and  of  the 
Mosaic  system^.  And  this  acceptance  certainly  ex- 
tended to  the  whole  being  of  the  offerer ;  to  his  in- 
ward affections^  as  well  as  to  his  outward  and  bodily 

"  Comp.  W'A.  iii.  10,  ]  2  :  "  Bring  ye  all  the  titlies  into  My  storeliouse, 
that  there  may  be  meat,  i.e.  sacrifice,  in  Mine  house,  and  prove  Mc  now 
herewith,  if  I  will  not  open  you  the  windows  of  heaven,  and  pour  you 
out  a  blessing  .  .  .  and  ye  shall  be  a  delightsome  land,"  viz.  to  God. 

''  See  above,  pp.  101 — 109  ;  and  add  2  Kings  xiii  23,  xxiv.  20,  where 
the  Presence  is  evidently  co-extensive  with  the  Laud. 

'  Gen.  viii.  21,  ix.  8 — 17;  above,  p.  69.  '  Above,  p.  51. 

^  See  especially  Ex.  xxviii.  38,  where  the  removal  of  the  imper- 
fections of  Israel's  offering  is  in  order  "that  they  may  be  accei)ted 
before  the  Lord."  Lev.  i.  4  declares  once  for  aU  the  universal  law  of 
the  burnt-offering  :  "  It  shall  be  accepted"  or  "  well-pleasing"  for  Him. 
Hosea  ix.  4.     The  "  sweet  savour,"  of  course,  is  to  the  same  effect. 

•"  Ps.  xix.  U,  1.  23,  li.  17,  19  1  Sam.  xv.  22 ;  Hos.  vi.  6 ;  Micah 
vi.  G-8. 
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relations.  The  worshipper  presented,  and  God  was 
pleased  to  receive,  in  and  throiifjli  the  sacrifices,  man's 
"  reasonable  service."  No  other  view  than  this  can 
possibly  reconcile  the  strong  statements'  of  Holy 
Scriptm*e  on  the  one  hand  that  God  had  no  delight 
whatever  in  sacrifices,  and  on  the  other  that  He  had 
the  greatest  possible  delight  in  them.  It  is  clear 
that,  if  they  conveyed  the  tribute  of  holy  affections 
and  actions.  He  delighted  in  them ;  and  only  failed 
to  do  so  if  these  were  wanting.  Hence,  in  the 
Psalms,  sacrificial  language  is  freely  applied  to  the 
thoughts,  words,  and  actions  of  man''.  Yet  not  as 
disallowing  the  capacities  of  the  material  sacrifices,  (as 
is  commonly  said,)  but  indicating  what  their  inward 
substance  must  ever  be.  St.  Augustine  insists  with 
great  force  on  this  view  of  the  old  sacrifices,  calling 
them  "  visible  sacraments  and  signs  of  invisible  offer- 
ings ;"  and  that  these  offerings  consisted  of  the  ac- 
tions and  passions  of  men\  Thus  only,  as  is  mani- 
fest, could  they  be,  what  they  are  so  solemnly  and 
repeatedly  called,  "The  Food  of  God,"  and  an  object 
of  holy  Desire  to  Ilim. 

SECTION  XIV. 

But  it  may  still  appear  to  some  persons  im[)robable 
that  all  this  should  be  wrought  through    the  inter- 

'  S.  Au^.  Civ.  Dei,  x.  5:  "Intueaniur  qucmadnioduiii,  ulti  Dcum 
dixit  nolle  sacriflciuin,  ibi  Dcum  ostciidit  vclle  .•jciciiliciuiu."  (So.  I's. 
1. 17,  19.) 

''  Ps.  xix.  Id-,  "  acceptable,"  (Lev.  i.  4) ;  xl.  5,  "  set  in  order,"  (Lev. 
i.  7,  8,  al.)  On  Ps.  cxli.  2,  Ileugsteubcrg  says:  "he  who  prayed 
broii;?lit  the  substance  of  the  incense." 

'  Do  Civ.,  X.  5,  6:  "Quod  ab  omnibus  ap|)(Ilatur  sacrifirium,  sig- 
mim  est  (i.e.  clFicax  signum)  vcri  sacrili(rii."  "Homo  Deo  votuH 
sacrlficium  est."  lie  understates,  however,  the;  powers  of  Ihe  iihl 
taeiilicis  as  means  of  cleansing. 
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ventioii  of  tlio  lower  creation, — the  beasts  of  tlie  earth 
and  the  fruits  of  it.  They  woiihl  prefer  to  trace 
tlie  nnileniable  rehgioiis  access,  and  the  confessedly 
acceptable  spiritual  attainments,  of  the  old  world, 
to  direct  influences  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  rather  than  to 
sacrificial  and  sacramental  media.  It  may  be  well, 
therefore,  though  something  has  already  been  said 
on  this  point,  to  dwell  for  a  moment  on  the  mar- 
vellous adaptedness  of  the  lower  creation,  even  to 
our  view,  for  the  discharge  of  the  functions  here  as- 
cribed to  them. 

1.  In  the  first  place,  then,  all  life  is,  as  far  as  we 
can  judge,  strictly  homogeneous.  There  is,  it  should 
seem,  not  only  affinity  but  real  oneness  in  the  whole 
afro;reo;ate  and  mass  of  life  that  lives  throuQ-h  all  crea- 
tion.  The  outward  tokens  and  manifestations  of  life, 
such  as  motion,  growth,  development,  are  closely  akin 
iii  all  cases,  while  the  ultimate  condition  of  it  is  abso- 
lutely the  same.  Cellular  s'rudure,  science  informs 
us,  is  the  ultimate  condition  of  life  ;  and  that  too  alike 
in  the  veo;etab!e  and  in  the  animal  creation.  The 
zoophyte  is  the  connecting  link  between  two  really 
homoo-eneous  or  kindred  worlds  of  life.     And  "  there 

O 

are  besides,"  says  a  recent  profound  vrriter"',  "  certain 
things  without  wdiich  life  (of  any  kind)  becomes  im- 
possible. No  animal  or  2^1^^^^^  can  live  in  vacuo  ; 
and  so  air  is  necessary  :  desiccation  soon  reduces  all 
living  tissue  to  dead  ashes,  and  so  water  is  necessary. 
And  certain  functions,  as  respiration  and  pulsation 
of  the  heart,  are  absolutely  indispensable  conditions  of 
(the  higher)  animal  vitality,  as  some  analogous  func- 
tions are  of  vegetalle  life."  Now  all  this  indicates 
that  it  is  one  and  the  same  precious  vital  substance, 

""  See  the  "Ecclesiastic,"  Aug.  1S61,  p.  355. 
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so  to  call  it,  that  is  manifested  in  all  cases ;  since  the 
caskets  which  contain  it,  however  various  their  de- 
grees of  outward  glory  or  meanness,  are,  as  if  by 
some  necessary  law,  of  one  organization.  The  ancient 
dreams  of  an  anima  mundi  receive,  so  far,  a  confirma- 
tion ;  and  a  mysterious  brotherhood  is  established 
between  all  manifestations  of  life  whatsoever.  And 
therefore  all  antecedent  improbability  that  the  life 
of  the  lower  world  might,  in  ways  of  God's  a])point- 
ing,  discharge  certain  functions  in  the  matter  of  the 
life  and  death  of  man,  is  at  least  greatly  diminished, 
if  not  removed  altogether. 

2.  But  this  is  not  all.  It  is  universally  confessed 
that  when  we  have  arrived  at  the  fullest  and  most 
accurate  knowledge  of  the  conditions  of  life,  we  are  as 
far  as  ever  from  having  the  faintest  conception  of 
wliat  life  itself  is.  And  in  the  silence  of  human 
wisdom,  the  theologian  and  the  believer  springs  at 
once,  beyond  the  regions  of  conjecture,  to  tiic  divinely 
attested  Verity,  that  "  in  Ilim,  by  Whom  all  things 
were  made,  and  without  Whom  was  not  anything 
made  that  was  made," — that  "in  Www  icas''  and  is 
"  the  Life :"  that  the  mighty  secret  "  of  all  life  from 
its  lowest  form  to  its  highest,"  lies  in  a  special  gift 
of  Himself,  or  emanation"  from  llim,  over  and  above 
mere  existence.  And  thus  the  sacrificial  operation 
of  the  life  of  the  lower  world  resolves  itself  iiilo  the 

"  "As  time  is  born  oiit  of  eternity,  and  space  out  of  infinity,  and  yet 
wc  cannot  say  that  they  are  truly  parts  of  that  whicli  lias  no  nicasurn, 
80  the  life  of  all  living  creatures  is  liewn  out  of  the  Life  of  Ihcir 

Creator,  and  yet  no  creature  is  God It  is  His  Life  by  whicli  tlin 

whole  animal  world  is  vivified."  Ecclesiastic,  ibid.  So  is  it  well  said 
of  God,  but  emphatically  of  God  the  Word,  that  lie 

"  Livos  through  all  life,  extomls  through  nil  extent. 
Spreads  uudividod,  operates  unspent." — Rmuj  nii  Afaiu 
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operation  of  the  Divine  Self-Existent  Word,  tlirongh 
one  of  His  special  and  most  admirable  manifestations 
of  Himself,  A  cause,  sm'ely,  abundantly  adequate  to 
all  the  results,  including  the  spiritual  ones,  to  be  ac- 
counted for.  And  this  doubtless  is  the  secret  of  that 
extraordinary  reverence"  for  all  life  which  is  enjoined 
in  Scripture,  side  by  side  with  the  permission  and 
injunction  to  take  life,  for  certain  purposes,  away. 

As  to  the  mode  in  which  this  lower  life,  or  rather 
the  extinction  of  it  by  dissolution,  operates  sacrifi- 
cially,  we  are  indeed  profoundly  ignorant.  But  then 
we  are  no  less  ignorant  how  the  Life  of  Christ  Him- 
self, and  the  deprival  of  It,  operate  sacrificially  for 
our  salvation  ;  and  yet  we  accept  without  hesita- 
tion, on  the  authority  of  God  Himself,  the  assertion 
that  it  is  so. 

3.  And  if  it  be  further  contended,  as  rightly  it 
may,  that  the  analogy  of  the  work  of  Christ  demands 
a  closer  affinity  ^  between  the  media  of  sacrifice  and 
the  objects  of  it,  between  animals  and  man,  than  is 
involved  in  the  mere  possession  in  common  of  the 
gift  of  life, — such  affinity  is  by  no  means  wanting. 
There  is,  first  of  all,  that  wonderful  conformity  of 
physical  structure,  that  reproduction  in  man  of  all  the 
lower  "typical  forms "i,"  which  modern  science  has  so 
marvellously  laid  open,  and  which,  vindicating  the  old 
belief  that  man  is  a  microcosm,  the  epitome  of  the 
types  and  forces  of  the  world,  establishes  also  a  special 
brotherhood  between  him  and  the  liiglier  orders  of 
the  inferior  creatures.    A  brotherhood  shadowed  forth, 

"  Gen.  ix.  4 ;  Lev.  xvii.  14 ;  Acts  xv.  29. 
p  See  Heb.  ii.  14,  and  the  remarks  above,  pp.  36 — 38. 
1  See  McCosh,  "  On  Typical  Forms ;"  "  The  Master  BuQder's  Plan ;" 
and  many  other  modern  works  on  physiology. 
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be  it  observed,  and  expressly  recognised  in  its  rebgious 
aspect,  in  the  mystery  of  the  fonrfold  Cherubim  :  in 
wliich  the  four  highest  types  of  animal  being,  inclusive 
of  man,  are  exhibited  as  co-ordinately  and  co-eqnally  "" 
bearing  up  the  Presence  of  God  in  the  lower  nniverse, 
and  shewing  forth  His  })raise.  And  the  truth  is, 
that  man,  taken  singly,  is  but  a  very  imperfect  ex- 
ponent or  specimen  of  animal  power  or  existence  : 
being  as  inferior  in  many  points  (such  as  strengtli, 
speed,  sight,  scent,)  to  the  next  kinds,  as  he  is  superior 
to  them  in  others.  Add  to  which,  that  all  his  per- 
fections, be  they  greater  or  less,  even  to  his  mental 
ones,  are  maintained  from  no  other  source  than  these 
same  lower  creatures,  received  as  food.  The  Ilomce- 
omeria  of  Anaxagoras,  by  which  he  meant  that  nothing 
but  like  could  nourish  like,  was  a  shrewd  guess  and 
a  true.  There  is,  in  short,  between  man  and  the 
animal  and  vegetable  worlds,  such  a  real  community 
both  of  structure  and  substance,  as  brings  home  to 
the  thoughtful  mind  the  strongest  possible  conviction 
of  at  least  their  physical  affinity. 

4.  But  there  is  yet  one  degree  more.  This  l)rotlK'r- 
hood  is  one  not  merely  of  life,  of  structure,  and  of  sub- 
stance, but  of  mental  and  emotional  conformation.  The 
mental  emotions,  so  to  call  them,  of  the  higher  aniimils, 
differ  only  in  their  objects  and  degree,  and  not  in  thrir 
quality,  from  those  of  man  *.  Hope,  joy,  fear,  love  of 
kindred,  of  superiors  and  inferiors  ;  nay,  the  more  com- 

'  Ezck.  i.  5 — 28,  espcciallj  vers.  10,  10;  Rev.  iv.  7. 

'  Sec  the  recent  work  of  M.  dc  Quatrefagos,  "Uiiilo  ilc  rEsprrc 
Ilumaine:" — "Man  is  identical  with  animals  in  structure  and  func- 
tions, lie  has  similar  tissues,  organs,  instincts,  aJJ'eclioii.i,  inieUigeiice. 
However  superior  to  animals  in  one  or  all  of  tlicsc  points,  it  is  clear 
that  he  differs  from  them  only  in  degree."  See  the  "Saturday  Review," 
Kov.  23,  18Gi. 
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plex  einotioiis  of  slianio,  of  jcnlousy,  of  revenge;  and, 
again,  liabit,  memory,  invention,  calculation  of  means 
to  an  end  ; — all  are,  in  a  measure,  discernible  in  them. 
It  mav  almost  be  said,  lookinsr  at  all  these  marvellous 
affinities,  that  as  man,  in  the  higher  part  of  his  being, 
is  created  in  the  Image  of  God,  so  are  the  animals,  in 
their  higher  aspects,  created  in  the  image  of  man. 
And  accordingly  they  are  set  before  us  in  Holy  Scrip- 
ture as  exemplars  of  all  manner  of  duty.  "  Tlieir 
labours  are  virtues,"  and,  on  occasion  at  least,  not 
without  a  certain  morality.  In  point  of  fidelity,  of 
diligence,  of  parental  affection,  of  obedient  discerning 
of  times,  above  all,  of  uncomplaining  meekness  under 
injuries,  the  animal  world  are  man's  accredited  teach- 
ers. And  even  the  passive  and  negative  virtues  of 
the  herbs  of  the  field  read  to  us  a  lesson  of  trustful- 
ness :  to  be  like  them  in  that  respect  is  a  high  attain- 
ment in  the  kingdom  of  grace. 

But  in  truth  nothing  can  more  completely  stamp 
with  Divine  recognition  the  exemplar  virtues,  and  the 
consequent  meetness  for  sacrificial  purposes,  of  the 
animal  creation,  than  the  fact  that  the  Incarnate  Word 
is  pleased  to  take  to  Himself,  as  the  loftiest  expression 
of  His  Own  Sacrificial  Work  of  meekness  and  might, 
the  Name  of  the  Lamb,  and  to  receive  under  that  title 
the  adoration  of  men  and  ano-els. 

5.  Nor  let  it  be  forgotten,  that  were  the  range  of 
their  attainments  never  so  limited  :  in  one  respect,  at 
least,  they  enjoy  at  once  a  superiority  over  man  as  he 
now  is,  and  a  fitness  for  sacrificial  purposes;  namely, 
they  are  at  any  rate  without  sin  ;  marvellous  types  and 
reflections  of  the  Sinless  One.  Let  it  also  be  borne  in 
mind — to  remove  the  last  lingering  objection  to  their 
sacrificial  capacity — that  it  is  not  contend;.d,  after  all, 
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that  in  their  natural  condition,  and  merely  as  havinGr 
life,  they  can  discharge  functions  of  that  nature. 
There  is  no  proper  or  inherent  power  in  them  for 
such  a  work,  but  only  fitness  to  be  made  the  me- 
dium of  it. 

Whence  any  degree,  or  shadow  even,  of  sacrificial 
power  accrued  to  them  in  old  time,  has  been  much 
debated.  The  most  common  view  has  been,  that  the 
old  sacrifices,  having  no  power  at  all  vested  in  them- 
selves, were  effectual,  even  to  the  salvation  of  the 
offerer,  tlirough  faith  in  the  yet  future  Sacrifice  of 
Christ.  But  this  is  an  improbable  statement.  The 
faith  of  the  off'erer  may  well  have  looked  on  more  or 
less  clearly,  through  the  sacrifices  then  present,  to  a  De- 
liverer and  a  Sacrifice  to  come  ;  and  this  would  be  one 
element  in  his  religious  acceptableness.  But  the  sup- 
position that  the  earlier  sacrificial  events  owed  their 
vitality  and  power  to  the  later  One,  is  open  to  two 
serious  objections.  1.  It  is  contrary  to  analogy  that 
events  should  thus,  work  backwards ''i  and  2.  it  as- 
cribes too  much  power  to  the  ordinances.  If  these,  as 
is  often  incautiously  represented,  served  to  put  man 
in  actual  possession  of  salvation,  then  were  they  on 
a  par  with  the  Chri-stian  sacraments,  and  Israelites 
with  Christians.  Whereas  it  is  certain  that  "  they 
of  old  time  received  not  the  promises;"  neither  was 
justification  or  perfection  attained  under  the  law  ;  it 
was  conveyed  to  them  in  mysterious  ways"  after  tiie 
Passion.    It  seems  far  better,  then,  to  recognise,  as  has 

'  The  pa.ssa^e  so  often  alleged  in  bcli.-ilf  of  lliis,  J^ev.  xiii.  8,  "tlic 
Lamb  slain  from  llie  foiindalion  of  the  world,"  is,  it  is  well  known, 
a  mis-translation.  It  should  be,  "  Whose  names,  from  the  foiuulation  of 
the  world,  were  not  written  in  the  Lamb's  book  of  life."  Sec  xvii.  8, 
A.  T. 

"  This  is  the  universal  belief  of  antiqtiity.     See  above,  p.  11,  note  m. 
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been  already  done  incidciitall}^  that  the  Son,  as  yet 
nnincarnate,  poured  out  on  these  media,  quaHfied  in 
so  many  respects  by  nature  for  reeeiviiig  it,  ot"  His 
essential  Priesthood. 

This  view,  that  Christ — that  is,  God  the  A¥ord,  as 
the  anointed  and  designated  Worker-out  of  man's 
deliverance  from  first  to  last — was  the  pervading  and 
inspiring  power  of  the  ancient  sacrificial  system,  seems 
to  be  fully  recognised  in  Holy  Scripture.  It  is  in- 
deed very  generally  admitted  that  the  external  and 
visible  Presence  which  was  vouchsafed  to  them  of  old 
time  was  emphatically  that  of  the  Second  Person  of 
the  Holy  Trinity.  And  it  would  also  seem  to  follow, 
from  the  analogy  of  the  Christian  scheme,  that  the 
secret  of  all  their  means  of  approach  to  that  Presence, 
was  the  indwelling,  in  the  ordinances,  of  the  same 
Blessed  Person,  or,  however,  their  administration  by 
Him.  None  but  Himself  could  brinsj  them  to  Him- 
self,  even  in  His.  lower  manifestations.  As  tlie  She- 
chinah  was  an  instalment  of  that  higher  Presence,  ex- 
ternal to  himself,  into  which  man  would  ultimately 
be  admitted  in  Christ ;  so,  it  might  even  be  pre- 
sumed, were  the  old  ordinances  an  instalment  of  His 
Sacrificial  and  Priestly  Presence  and  Work,  being  full 
of  Him,  and  administered  by  Him.  But  we  are  not 
left  to  conjecture  in  the  matter.  The  fire  which  trans- 
muted the  sacrifices,  and  presented  them  with  ac- 
ceptance, whence  did  it  proceed  ?  Whence,  but  from 
the  self-same  Presence  into  which  it  availed  to  bear 
them  ?  He  Who  afterwards,  and  as  Incarnate,  coming 
forth  from  the  Bosom  of  the  Father,  "through  the 
Eternal  Spirit  offered  Himself  to  God;"  Who  came, 
by  that  Spirit,  in  fiery  tongues,  to  baptize  and  take  to 
Himself  His  people ;  had  long  ngo  come  forth,  by  the 
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same  Spirit,  to  touch  with  accepting  fire  the  oblation 
of  His  Elder  people. 

But,  in  truth,  He  was  in  all  the  ordinances.  In  the 
Bonk  of  Proverbs,  the  Wisdom  or  Word  of  the  Father 
seems  to  be  clearly  spoken  of  as  administering  the  old 
ritual.  "  Wisdom  hath  builded  her  house,  she  hath 
hewn  out  her  seven  pillars,  she  hath  killed  her  beasts, 
she  hath  mingled  her  wine,  she  hath  also  famished 
lier  table.  .  .  .  She  saith.  Come,  eat  of  my  bread,  and 
drink  of  my  wine  which  I  have  mingled."  And  yet 
more  distinctly  does  this  recognition  appear  in  another 
writing,  which,  though  not  canonical,  undoubtedly 
represents  the  conception  of  their  ritual  entertained  by 
the  superior  Jewish  minds  some  hundreds  of  years 
before  Christ.  In  Ecclesiasticus  xxiv., — a  chapter 
which  may  from  internal  evidence'^  with  probability 
be  referred,  as  to  its  substance,  even  to  the  days  of 
Solomon,  and  which  stands  out  with  such  remarkable 
prominence  for  its  extraordinary  power  and  beauty  of 
language, — Wisdom  describes  herself  as  the  indwelling 
and  inspiring  principle  of  the  entire  Israelitish  eco- 
nomy ^,  of  its  priesthood  and  ordinances  of  service,  no 
less  than  as  its  local  and  sanctifying  Presence.  First,  as 
to  the  Presence  :  "  I  came  out  of  the  mouth  of  the  ]\lost 
High,  and  covered  the  earth  as  a  cloud  :  I  tabernacled 
in  high  places,  and  my  throne  was  in  a  pillar  of  a  cloud  '\ 

"  Thus  it  seems  to  recognise  "  Jacob,"  and  "  Israel,"  as  a  yet  un- 
broken unity :  and  it  speaks  only  of  the  Tabernacle,  not  of  the  Temple, 
as  being  as  yet  on  Mount  Sion.  It  would  belong  (hen  to  ilic  earlier  days 
of  Solomon's  reign.  Comp.  Bretsehncider,  Trolcg.  in  Sirac. :  "One 
might  conjecture  that  eh.  xxiv.  was  written  not  by  the  son  of  Sirach,  l)ut 
by  some  other,  and  more  ancient  composer."  Sec  the  Pr(jlogiie  (o  the 
Book,  referring  the  contents,  in  part,  to  earlier  days. 

'  "  It  is  perfectly  clear,"  says  Bretsehncider,  "  that  the  subject  here 
spoken  of  is  the  sacred  economy  of  the  law." 

'  It  is  impossible  to  disallow  (with  Bretsehncider)  av^  allusion  hero 

Q 
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...  In  every  peo|)le  and  nation  I  got  a  possession.  With 
all  tliese  1  sought  rest,  and  in  whose  inheritance  I 
should  abide."  (There  seems  to  be  clear  allusion  here 
to  the  pre-Mosaic  Presence  vouchsafed  in  connectioix 
with  worship.)  "The  Creator  of  all  things  gave  me 
II  commaudment,  and  caused  my  tabernacle  to  rest, 
and  said,  *  Let  thy  dwelling  be  in  Jacob,  and  thine 
inheritance  in  Israel.' "  But  in  what  follows  she 
identifies  herself  no  less  closely  with  the  priesthood 
and  sacrificial  work  of  the  sanctuary.  It  will  be  re- 
membered that  a  holy  anointing  oil  was  prescribed" 
for  the  high-priest  and  priests,  the  tabernacle,  altar, 
and  vessels,  consisting  of  certain  spices ;  and,  again, 
a  specially  compounded  perfume  for  the  incense. 
Now  the  smell  of  the  very  spices  thus  contained  in 
the  oil  and  the  incense  taken  together.  Wisdom  de- 
clares to  be  hers :  "  In  the  holy  tabernacle  I  served 
before  Him,  {eXeirovpyqaa,)  and  so  was  I  estabhshed 
in  Sion ;  I  gave  a  sweet  smell  like  cinnamon  and  as 
aspalathus,  like  the  best  myrrh,  as  galhamim  and  onycc, 
and  sweet  storax,  (Gr.  stacte,)  and  as  the  fume  of 
frankincense  in  the  tabernacle''."  And  in  sacrificial 
and  covenant  language,  wonderfully  anticipating  that 
of  Christ  Himself,  and  probably  referred  to  in  it,  she 
l)roceeds,  "  For  my  memorial  is  sweeter  than  honey.  . , . 


to  the  Mosaic  "pillar."  But  earlier  manifestations  of  God  might  well 
be  assumed  to  have  taken  that  form ;  the  "  cloud,"  indeed,  is  a  per- 
vading, and  not  merely  Mosaic  token  of  Divine  Presence.  Exod.  xix.  9 ; 
Isa.  xix.  1 ;  Ezek.  i.  4;  Luke  ix.  34,  xxi.  27. 

«  Exod.  XXX.  22— 3S. 

''  Exod.  XXX.  23,  34  :  "  Take  thou  principal  spices,  pure  mi/rrli,  sweet 
cinnamon,  sweet  calamus  (=  aspalathus  ?),  cassia,"  for  the  oil :  "  stacle, 
onycha,  ffalbanum,  with  pure  frankincense,"  for  the  incense.  Bret- 
schneider  strangely  misses  this  undoubted  reference,  and  weakly  gene- 
ralizes the  whole  passage. 
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They  that  eat  nie  shall  yet  be  hungry,  and  they  that 
drinlc  me  shall  yet  be  thirsty."  These  latter  expres- 
sions, taken  in  connection  with  our  Lord's  words  in 
St.  John  vi.  56,  57,  point  very  significantly  to  a  paiti- 
cipation  of  Wisdom,  or  the  Word,  as  being  involved 
in  the  ancient  "  memorial"  sacrifices, — the  shew-bread 
and  the  peace-offerings,  —  the  eucharists  of  the  old 
covenant.  And  all  this  is  implicitly  countersigned  by 
St.  Paul,  when  he  tells  us  that  in  the  manna  and  the 
water  the  Israelites  "  ate  and  drank  spiritual  meat  and 
drink ;"  and  that  the  substance  of  that  sacramental 
participation  was  '"'  Christ."  For  it  is  inconceivable 
that  those  temporary  provisions  excelled  the  ordained 
and  abiding  ones  of  the  dispensation.  St.  John  also 
seems  to  speak  plainly  of  "grace"  having. been  en- 
joyed under  the  Law,  differing  only  in  degree  from 
that  of  the  Gospel '^. — And  one  important  respect  in 
which  the  Mosaic  system  prepared  the  way  for  Christ's 
Coming  in  the  Flesh,  might  of  itself  almost  avail  to 
prove  that  no  other  than  Himself  was  the  Adminis- 
trator of  that  mysterious  ritual.  St.  Paul '^  dwells 
upon  the  fact,  that  "  when  the  fulness  of  time  was 
come,"  and  the  "  elements  of  the  world,"  that  is,  the 
old  ordinances  of  the  Law  °,  had  served  their  time  and 
purpose,  "  God  sent  forth  His  Son  made  of  a  wouuiu, 
made  under  the  law."  Anterior  to  all  per^o/tal  (piali- 
fications,  possessed  by  her  whon)  all  generations  were 
to  call  Blessed,  for  becoming  the  Mother  of  her  Lord, 

'  St.  John  i.  16,  and  St.  Chrysostom's  comment,  "Grace  for  grace, 
i.e.  one  grace  in  lieu  of  another,  the  higher  grace  of  the  Gospel  for  the 
lower  grace  of  the  Law :  kv-rX  t^j  waAaiaj  -rh"  Kaiv)]v."  Ver.  17  does  not 
deny  ani/  degree  of  x'lp's  to  the  Law,  but  only  x"/''s  ""^  Aa^O«io,  i.e.  the 
higliestand  perfect  grace, (above,  note  o,  p.  107.)  So  St.  Aug. :  "  Tro  Icr/ia 
grcdid,  qufc  pra;teriit,  gratiarn  Evangclii  acccpimus."     Cf.  ch.  iii.  3i. 

*  Gal.  iv.  4.  •  vers.  9,  10. 

(I  2 
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was  tliat  of  her  pertaining  to  a  race  exalted  by  divine 
operation  to  an  exceptional  purity  among  mankind  ; 
even  to  that  "  peciiliarV'  or  dearly-bought  and  prized 
people  whom  God  the  Word  had  "  purified  to  lEim- 
self"  by  His  Own  real  though  lower  and  secondary 
Indwelling.  The  Flesh  which  He  took  to  Himself 
"  of  the  Substance  of  His  Mother"  was  not  in  the 
condition  in  which  it  was  left  by  the  Fall.  By  the  old 
ordinances  "  sanctifying  to  the  purifying  of  the  flesh," 
He  had  all  along  cleansed  it  of  a  portion  of  its  taint 
inherited  from  that  Fall,  and  made  it  meeter  for  His 
Presence.  More  especially  was  the  chosen  people 
already  "a  vessel  unto  honour,  sanctified  and  meet 
for  the  Master's  use^,"  Not  in  vain,  for  two  thou- 
sand years  from  the  call  of  Abraham,  had  He  Him- 
self "  sat  as  a  Refiner  and  Purifier  of  silver,  puri- 
fying the  sons  of  Levi,  that  they  might  ofi'er  to  the 
Lord  an  offering  in  righteousness,"  even  a  purified 
and  accepted  nation  :  so  that  when  "  the  Lord  whom 
they  sought  should  suddenly  come,"  by  His  concep- 
tion of  the  Holy  Ghost,  to  take  up  a  more  glorious 
abode  than  heretofore  in  that  chosen  "  Temple"  of 
His,  He  might  find  it  not  unmeet  for  His  Ldiabitation, 

SECTION  XV. 

The  consideration  dwelt  on  in  the  last  Section,  of 
the  real  intervention  of  God  the  Word  in  the  old  ordi- 
nances, removes  all  objection  that  might  otherwise  be 

^  The  tenn  is  applied  to  Israel,  Exocl.  xix.  5 ;  Deut.  vii.  6,  xxvi.  18, 
The  Heh.  term  segoullah  means  "  a  tiling  acquired  by  pui'chase,  and  so 
precious."     Rabh.  sagol,  '  to  acquire.' 

8  Hence,  among  other  reasons,  the  extraordinary  importance  attach- 
ing to  the  maintenance  of  the  Mosaic  ritual  in  its  integrity  until  the 
Incarnation,  Mai.  iv.  4. 
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entertained  to  recognising  in  them  a  capacity  for 
cleansing,  in  their  degree,  from  moral  impurity.  That 
they  did  so  is  certain,  since  they  availed  to  restore 
men  to  God's  favour  and  to  admit  them  nearer  to  His 
Presence.  And,  once  it  is  understood  that  the  Son 
and  the  Spirit  wrought  in  and  by  them,  there  is  no 
possible  reason  why  they  should  not  be  thus  effective 
ill  the  moral  region. — But  does  not  St.  Paul,  it  will 
be  said,  limit  their  capacity  to  "purifying  the  fesh,'' 
and  deny  to  them  any  power  "  as  pertaining  to  the 
conscience  ?"  A  careful  consideration,  however,  of 
what  is  meant  by  "  purifying  the  flesh,"  and  by  "  the 
conscience,"  in  this  passage,  will  evince  that  St.  Paul's 
meaning  is  other  than  has  commonly  been  supposed, 
and  fully  establish  the  view  of  the  sacrifices  here  con- 
tended for.  1,  By  the  "  purifying  of  the  flesh,"  then, 
St.  Paul  meant,  as  is  manifest  from  the  whole  tenour 
of  his  discourse  in  Heb.  ix.  1 — 22,  the  removal  of  un- 
fitness for  entering^  the  "worldly  sanctuary,"  as  he 
calls  it,  of  the  Mosaic  system.  Why  he  should  de- 
nominate this  the  "  purifying  of  the  Jlesh,"  is  not  so 
obvious.  Thus  much,  however,  we  know,  that  "  flesh 
and  blood  cannot  inherit  the  kingdom  of  God';"  that 
is,  as  the  context  shews,  caimot  enter  into  or  endure 
the  Presence  of  God  to  be  revealed  hereafter.  The 
earthly,  natural  body,  the  body  of  this  world,  must 

''  So  Grotius,  almost  alone  among  commentators,  on  llcb.  xii. :  "  They 
of  old  time  were  sprinkled  with  the  blood  of  vietims,  to  the  sanctifjinjj 
of  i\\(i  Jlcnh;  i.e.  so  that  they  could  enter  into  tlie  carlhly  sanctuary." 
Johnson,  U.S.,  p.  107,  says,  admirably,  (up  to  a  certain  point)  that  "  i)uri- 
fying  is  a  relief  or  rcleascmcnt  from  that  inapt ncss  which  all  terrestrial 
nature  is  under,  for  being  employed  in  the  service  of  (jod."  15ut  ho  errs 
in  denying  to  the  old  ordinances  "  any  internal  purilication  from  moriJ 
guilt."  Had  they  possessed  none  such,  they  could  not  have  adiuitlcd 
man  even  to  the  lower  Presence  of  God, 

'  1  Cor.  XV.  50. 
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first  underfro  a  niip;lity  change  and  l)ecomc  a  spiritual 
body.  "  Flesh  and  blood''"  must  become  other  than 
they  are,  ere  that  can  be.  But  into  the  "  worldly 
sanctuary,"  composed  of  elements  of  this  world,  how- 
ever inhabited  by  a  peculiar  Presence  of  God,  "  flesh 
and  blood"  could,  with  certain  precautions,  enter.  And 
the  ordinances  which  did  this  might  well  be  called 
"ordinances  of  the  flesh  V  and  their  eff'ect  described 
as  the  "purifying  of  the  flesh."  In  truth,  by  the 
"flesh"  in  these  phrases  is  meant  that  whole  sphere 
of  inferior  and  corruptible  being  to  which  the  flesh 
belongs  °\  For  "  purifying"  this,  by  fitting  it  for  God's 
abode,  and  for  ritual  approach  to  God,  the  animal 
sacrifices  enjoyed,  as  we  have  seen,  a  special  com- 
mission. 2.  And  again,  by  the  "conscience"  in  these 
passages  is  meant,  as  the  context  once  more  evinces, 
that  instinctive"  and  divinely  implanted  faculty  within 
us  which  passes  sentence  on  our  fitness  or  unfitness 
for  God's  Presence  and  Service.  Man,  from  the  hour 
of  the  Fall,  has  had  a  deep  inner  "conscience"  of  un- 
fitness for  that  purpose:  and  the  more  he  is  enlightened 
the  more  he  is  convinced  of  it;  "by  the  law  is  the 
knowledge  of  sin."     And  what  is  to  remove  that  con- 

''  It  is  very  remarkable  in  this  connection,  that  our  Lord  does  not 
ascribe  to  Himself,  after  His  Resarrection,  as  the  test  of  His  Proper 
Humanity,  "  flesh  and  blood,"  but  "Flesh  and  Bones."  So  too  St.  Paul, 
Eph.  V.  30,  "  We  are  members  of  His  Body,  of  His  Flesh,  and  of  His 
Bjnes"  ailoptiug  the  language  of  the  original  mystic  union.  Gen.  ii.  23. 
The  exact  significance  of  this  we  cannot  pretend  to  fathom.  But  it 
m  nlfestly  belongs  to  the  whole  subject  of  the  spiritual izat ion  of  the 
human  body  as  a  condition  of  its  future  bliss  in  God's  Presence.  1  am 
indebted  for  this  profound  observation  to  the  Bishop  of  Exeter. 

'  Heb.  ix.  10.  "^  vers.  21,  22. 

"  Compare  what  is  said  of  Adam,  above,  p.  15  :  and  the  numerous  in- 
stances of  instinctive  fear  in  the  realized  Presence  of  God,  or  holy  beings, 
Gen.  xxviii.  17;  Exod.  iii.  6;  Deut.  v.  25  ;  Judges  xiii.  22;  Isa.  vi.  5. 
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sciousiiess,  and  reassure  the  trembling  asi)irant  after 
adinission  into  heaven?  What  but  the  mighty  a  for- 
tiori argument, — the  mixed  appeal  to  experience  and 
reason, — which  God  had  been  building  up  for  four 
thousand  years,  and  which  is  so  tersely,  yet  so  irre- 
sistibly, stated  by  St.  Paul  ?  ''If  the  blood  of  bulls  and 
of  goats," — poor  beggarly  elements,  animated  with 
but  a  feeble  spark  of  the  divine  attribute  of  Life,^ — • 
provided  only  they  were  physically  unblemished,  and 
were  duly  offered,  and  their  blood  duly  shed  and 
pleaded  according  to  the  commandment ; — if  the  ashes 
of  an  heifer,  sprinkling  the  unfit,  or  unclean,  sanctified 
to  the  purifying  of  the  flesh,  or  whole  lower  sphere  of 
things,  by  taking  away  its  death-like  condition  in 
God's  sight ; — if  the  visible  deliverances  wrought  by 
these,  removed,  from  jTar  to  year,  the  consciousness, 
otherwise  refusing  to  be  reassiu-ed,  of  the  danger  of 
approaching  the  Presence  of  God  : — how  much  more 
shall  the  Blood  of  Christ, — as  God,  the  very  fount  of 
Life,  as  Man,  "  offering  Himself  without  spot,"  in  the 
power  of  a  divine  and  eternal  Priesthood,  to  God, — 
])urge  the  entire  being  of  humanity,  and  remove  the 
"consciousness  of  dead  works,"  or  of  a  death-like  con- 
dition, so  that  he  may  "henceforth  servo  without 
fc'nr°"  in  the  Presence  of  the  Living  God; — of  God, 
that  is,  in  His  highest '^  and  essential  manifestation? 
The  contrast,  it  will  be  seen,  is  not  between  the  puri- 
fication of  the  conscience  and  that  of  tlie  (Icsli,   hut 

»  St. Luke  i.  7J-. 

'  "The  most  exalted  Name  of  God  wliich  is  revealed  to  tis  roiilaiiw 
the  idea  of  perpetual  life,  a  life  eternal  in  the  post,  present,  and  future. 
The  most  sacred  of  all  oaths,  too,  is  when  the  ever  Living  One  sweurs 
by  Himself,  '  As  1  live,  saith  the  Lord.'  "  Kcdosia-ftic,  ut  supra.  Sen 
in  the  concordances  the  wonderful  array  of  p.i,ss;ige3  which  speak  of  iho 
"Liviuf'  God." 
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between  iico  degrees  of  relief  afforded  to  the  con- 
science from  a  sense  of  natural  deadness  and  impurity 
in  God's  sight,  and  consequent  unfitness.  Both  pro- 
cesses bore  upon  the  inward  being,  but  raised  it  up 
to  different  stages  of  sanctification. 

Neither,  again,  it  will  be  seen,  is  there  any  such 
contrast  as  has  been  supposed,  but  only  a  gradational 
parallel,  between  the  "  dead  works"  or  offensiveness  of 
operation  and  condition  from  which  Christ  cleansed 
man  under  the  Law  and  after  the  Law.  The  ashes 
of  the  red  heifer,  after  it  had  been  slain  and  burnt 
Avith  extraordinary  solemnity,  were  used,  mixed  with 
water,  to  remove  the  taint  of  death,  and  consequent 
unfitness  for  the  sanctuaiy,  contracted  by  the  touch  of 
a  dead  body  '^.     Now  there  is  no  doubt  that  this  taint 

•»  ITie  ordiuance  (Numb,  xix.^,  as  traditioually  said  to  have  been  per- 
foiined,  was  of  a  most  awe-inspiring  character,  and  would  seem  to  have 
had,  1.  a  special  bearing  on  original  sin;  and  a  very  close  analogy,  2.  to 
the  Agony  of  Christ ;  and  3.  to  Holy  Baptism.  It  was  plainly  a  sin- 
offering,  (i.e.  remedial,)  being  burnt  without  the  camp,  and  its  blood 
sprinkled  seven  times,  (1  Kings  v.  14).  It  must  be  perfectly  red,  inti- 
mating a  mysterious  connection  with  the  name  and  even  the  bodily  sub- 
stance of  man.  (Gen.  ii.  7 :  "  God  formed  Adam  of  the  ground,"  adamah, 
lit.  red  earth,  from  adorn,  to  be  red.  See  Gen.  xxv,  25,  30,  where  Esau, 
the  natural  man,  is  twice  comiected  with  the  colour  red,  whence  "  Edom.") 
The  high-priest  or  priest  was  kept  apart  seven  days  in  a  north-east 
chamber,  looking  across  the  Kedron,  called  "  the  house  of  stone  vessels," 
kept  there  with  a  view  to  his  purification  from  defilement ;  (of.  St.  Jolm 
ii.  6).  The  heifer  was  led  by  him  over  the  valley  of  Kedi'on  to  Mount 
Olivet,  and  stood  upon  the  edge  of  the  hill ;  as  nearly  as  possible  there- 
fore at  the  scene  of  the  Agony.  Here  it  was  killed,  the  blood  being 
sprinkled  seven  times  towards  the  Sanctuary,  and  burnt  together  with 
the  blood;  and  so  more  entii'ely  consumed  than  any  other  expiatory 
offering.  "  The  ashes  of  this  one  sacrifice  were  sufficient  for  many  gene- 
rations," and  for  the  whole  land.  Mixed  with  water  and  applied  with 
hyssop,  (the  allusion  Ps.  Ii.  7  is  to  this  water,)  they  were  sprinkled,  on 
the  third  and  seventh  days,  on  any  one  who  had  touched  a  dead  body. 
The  mar\-ellous  analogy  to  the  Agony,  and  to  the  "one  Baptism"  into 
Christ's  Sufferings  and  Death,  need  not  be  pointed  out.   See  for  further 
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was  a  real  and  not  merely  imaginary  participation  in 
the  condition  of  death  or  deadncss  in  God's  sidit : 
and  as  the  body  was  not  outwardly  or  visibly  affected 
by  it,  it  follows  that  the  taint  was  in  the  region  of  the 
unseen,  of  the  soul  and  spirit.  The  man's  whole 
being  was  so  affected  by  it,  that  his  religious  service 
was  rendered  unacceptable  with  God,  and  could  only 
be  re-dedicated  by  the  application  of  that  dread  sin- 
offering.  Even  so  does  holy  Baptism, — the  application, 
by  xcater  still,  it  will  be  observed,  and  the  Holy  Ghost,  of 
the  power  of  Christ's  Death  considered  as  a  Sin-offer- 
ing,— remove  all  unfitness  for  the  heavenly  Sanctuary. 
Both  processes  admitted  the  subjects  of  them,  though 
in  vastly  different  degrees,  into  the  Presence  and  Com- 
munion of  God. 

It  is  in  full  accordance  with  all  this  that  St.  Paul  only 
says'"  that  the  old  offerings  "could  not  make  him  that 
did  the  ^tWiQ,^ perfect,  as  pertaining  to  the  conscience," 
or  consciousness  of  unfitness ;  consisting  as  they  did 
only  in  abstinence  from  "  meats  and  drinks,  and  divers 
washings,  and  in  ordinances  applying  only  to  the 
flesh"  or  the  lower  sphere,  and  having  no  bearing  on 
admission  into  the  heavenly  Presence.  This  was  one 
note  of  their  weakness;  and  another  was,  that  they 
had  to  be  repeated  again  and  again  \  It  was  plain 
that  "  they  could  not  make  the  comers  to  them  per- 
fect," in  this  respect  either,  of  jjerinaiicntl^  relieving 
the  worshipper's  apprehensions,  even  in  the  lower 
sphere  to  which  they  applied  :  "for  then  would  lluy 
not  have  ceased  to  be  offered?  since  the  worshipper, 
once  for  all  purged,  would  have  no  more  conscious- 
details  Lewis'  On;,'iiic3,  iv.  7,  from  wiiicli  1  have  quoted;  but  specially 
Dcylinp:,  Obs.  Sacr.,  iii.  9.  p.  8'.),  sq. 

'  Ikb.  ix.  9,  10.  •  ell.  x.  1,  2. 
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iicss  of  sins,"  i.e.  of  unfitness  for  drawing  near?  And 
Avlicn  he  adds  *  that  "  it  is  impossible  that  the  blood 
of  bulls  and  goats  should  take  away  sins,"  it  is  evident 
that  he  is  speaking  still  of  perfect  and  j)erma)icnt 
removal  of  sinful  taint.  He  docs  not,  he  cannot  mean 
to  unsay  the  very  thing  which  he  had  affirmed  before", 
viz.  that  this  very  "  blood  of  bulls  and  goats"  could 
and  did  "purify."  His  eye  is  fixed  still  on  the 
heavenly  Sanctuary,  and  on  that  entire  and  perfect 
removal  of  unfitness  for  God's  highest  Presence,  which 
alone  can  satisfy  the  needs  of  humanity,  and  which  is 
bestowed  only  in  Christ.  What  we  need  is  nothing 
less  than  "boldness  to  enter  into  the  Holiest,"  in 
a  mystery  here,  in  person  hereafter :  and  this  we 
possess  '^ ;  the  Blood  of  Christ,  once  shed,  making 
the  way  of  approach  open  and  safe  to  us ;  and  His 
riesh  supplying  a  mystic  vehicle  for  our  actual  ad- 
mission. We  have  only''  to  draw  nigh  to  that  Sanc- 
tuary with  full  assurance  of  acceptance  through  use  of 
the  appointed  means,  Baptism  and  the  Holy  Eucha- 
rist. The  one  having  already  (perf,  kppavTL(T[iivoC) 
"  cleansed  our  hearts,"  by  sprinkling  of  Christ's  Blood, 
from  an  evil  conscience  ^  or  sense  of  unfitness  through 

*  ver.  4.         "  ch.  ix.  13.         ^  vers.  19—21.         ^  vers.  21—25. 

*  Hence  may  be  best  interpreted  the  diflBcult  passage  in  1  Pet.  iii.  21 : 
"Baptism  doth  save  us, . . .  not  the  mere  putting  away  of  the  filth  of  the 
flesli," — like  the  Mosaic  baptisms, — in  order  to  an  admission  to  a  mere 
earthly  sanctuary,  but  a  "  confident  address  and  access  to  God  Himself 
in  Heaven,  based  upon  consciousness"  of  aU  unfitness  having  been  re- 
moved now  that  Christ  has  suffered  (iv.  1)  and  risen,  and  sat  down  (ajid 
■we  with  Him)  at  God's  Right  Hand  ia  Heaven.  Tliis  sense  of  eVepwTi?/:*!!, 
'  an  asking  with  certainty  of  a  favourable  answer,'  the  "  full  assm-ance 
of  faith"  of  St.  Paul,  Heb.  x.  22,  has  been  fully  established,  though  with 
a  view  to  another  interpretation,  the  sponsorial.  Thus  Grotius,  erepo)- 
TcEr,  'to  ask  for  a  thing  to  be  done  or  given  in  the  ordinary  words  of  the 
law,'  i.e.  as  a  mere  matter  of  form,  and  with  certainty  of  its  being  done. 
I  owe  the  suggestion  of  this  view  to  the  Bishop  of  Exeter. 
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original  sin,  and  having  also  "washed  our  bodies  with 
pure  water," — pure  and  purifying,  far  more  than  the 
old  ashes  and  water,  as  containing  the  virtue  of 
Christ's  Death  as  a  Sin-offerino; :  the  other  is  a  means 
of  continually  "holding  fast,  by  a  public  profession" 
and  rite  ^  to  the  admission  already  vouchsafed  here, 
and  to  be  consummated  hereafter. 

Lastly,  it  is,  doubtless,  said  by  St.  Paul,  that  "  tlie 
Law  had  but  the  shadow  of  the  good  things  to  come." 
But  in  what  sense?  Not  as  a  shadow  cast  by  tiie 
sun  is  wanting  in  all  reality,  being  but  a  negative 
thing,  and  the  mere  privation  of  light.  Not  so.  The 
"shadows"  of  the  Old  Testament  were  sometimes 
historical  events,  sometimes  ritual  actions  ;  and  as  the 
historical  events  were  real,  so  too  were  the  ritual 
actions  real.  The  sacrifices  and  cleansings  were  real 
events'';  real  transactions  within  the  ordained  sphere 
of  their  operation.  It  is  this,  in  truth,  that  gives 
them  their  peculiar  strength  and  fitness  as  pre-sig- 
iiifications.  Just  so  the  existing  moral  government 
of  God  by  rewards  and  punishments  is  (as  our  great 
moralist  shews '^)  a  shadow  or  presignification  of  a  per- 
fect state  of  things  hereafter,  where  the  tendencies  of 
this  imperfect  one  will  be  completely  carried  out.  It 
is  so  because,  as  far  as  it  goes,  it  is  a  real  moral 
government.  It  is  an  instalment,  and  as  such  a 
shadow  cast  before,  of  the  future  and  equitable  award. 
Even  so  the  old  ordinances  were  shadows  of  the  in- 

•  Vers.  23,  25.    For  this  sense  of  iyuoAoyfa  sec  above,  notes  to  p.  12. 

''  No  surer  proof  of  tliis  could  be  needed  than  that  the  efTcct  of  tho 
"washing"  (whieh  St.raiil  therefore,  Ilcb.  ix.  10,  must  not  be  under- 
stood to  bo  speaking  sliglitiiigly  of  except  by  comparison)  entailed 
(Imth:  e.g.  in  tho  priests,  Kxod.  xxx.  20,  21  :  "  .So  shall  tlu-y  Wiusli  their 
hands  and  their  fi;et,  Ihat  thci/  die  not.'" 

"  r.utler,  Anah)gy  of  Religion,  i'l.  i.  eh.  iii. 
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tended  Economy,  not  in  that  tliey  in  themselves  lacked 
reality,  but  that  they  were  realities  of  such  a  kind,  so 
akin  to  that  which  was  to  come,  as  to  be  just  repre- 
sentatives, in  their  degree'^,  of  its  nature  and  effects. 
So  childhood  is  a  shadow  of  manhood,  not  in  that  its 
exercise  of  its  faculties  is  unreal,  but  in  that  it  is 
feebler,  and  occupies  a  lower  sphere  of  action.  The 
chosen  nation  discharged,  only  with  the  feebleness 
and  limited  reach  of  children,  the  functions  of  spi- 
ritual manhood. 

SECTION  XVI. 

Having  thus  vindicated  the  powers  ascribed  to 
the  ancient  sacrifices,  to  the  Burnt-offering  more  par- 
ticularly, from  some  plausible  but  really  ill-founded 
objections,  I  may  proceed  to  describe  the  manner  of 
offering  that  sacrifice  under  the  Law.  1 .  The  offerer  ^ 
brought  the  victim,  a  male  of  the  flock  or  herd,  just 
within  the  door  of  the  Tabernacle  or  Temple  court, 
and  there  "  offered^"  or  yielded  it  up  "  of  his  own  vo- 
luntary will :"  probably  specifying  what  kind  of  sacrifice 
he  designed  it  to  be.  This  done,  it  was  already  ac- 
counted, as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  an  accomplished 
offering,  or  "  gift,"  and  is  thenceforth,  in  the  divine 
instructions,  called  by  its  name,  a  "  burnt  (or  whole) 
offering."  2,  He  next  laid  his  hand  upon  its  head. 
This  action,  common  to  all  the  kinds  of  sacrifice,  was 

^  Even  Outram  (de  Sacrif.,  i.  18.  2)  allows  a  faiut  degree  of  virtue  to 
the  "  shadow." 

*  See  for  the  laws  of  the  Burut-offering,  Lev.  i.,  and  the  various  com- 
mentators, especially  Outram  and  Lewis,  Origines  HebrsEe ;  who,  how- 
ever, does  not  distinguish  the  traditional  from  the  Scriptural  rules. 

'  To  this  corresponds  the  fu-st  oblation  of  the  elements,  (if  we  may 
reckon  it  as  one,)  by  the  bringing  of  them  into  the  sanctuary;  the 
"Great  Entrance"  of  the  Liturgies. 
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doubtless  designed  to  establish  a  real  thongh  mys- 
terious relation  between  himself  and  it,  and  to  com- 
mission it,  so  to  speak,  to  cdl^  its  functions  in  his 
behalf,  (which  of  course  varied  according  to  the  kind 
of  sacrifice  intended,)  but  specially  to  its  expiatory 
ones.  Taken  together,  these  two  actions  of  the  offerer 
■were  a  recognition  of  two  great  principles  of  sacrifice, 
— the  blessedness  of  being  allowed  to  present  oneself 
to  God,  and  the  need  of  some  pure  medimn  for  doing 
so.  And  accordingly,  the  promised  effect  of  them** 
was,  i.  that  the  victim  should  "  be  accepted  for  him," 
(lit.  \)%  pleasing'- y  as  something  which  accords  with 
the  desire),  and  ii.  "make  atonement  for  him,"  (lit. 
"  cover  from  sight^"  his  sinfulness).  3,  Lastly,  the 
bri'iiger^  of  the  sacrifice  "  killed  it  before  the  Lord;" 
that  is,  tradition  says,  with  his  face,  and  the  face  of 
the  victim,  toward  the  holy  place :  thus  with  his  own 
hands,  and  as  it  were  through  his  own  sin,  effecting 
a  violent  breach  in  the  life  of  creation,  and  making 
tender  of  that  out-poured  life,  in  awful  mystery,  to 
God.  This  action  expressed  faith  in  the  necessity  for 
blood-shedding  as  the  basis  of  sacrificial  gift. 

The  offerer's  part  was  now  done.     It  remained  for 
the  pries f,  1.  to  "  sprinkle  the  blood  round  about  uj)on 

K  So  lTcng.stenbcrg  in  liis  mos<^^  recent  work  on  Siicrificc,  (Clarke's 
Tlieological  Library).  Tradition  reports  a  formula,  "  1  have  sinned,  l)iit 
now  I  repent,  and  let  this  victim  be  my  expiation."  But  it  is  very  un- 
likely that  a  form  expressing  so  narrow  a  view  of  sacrifice  should  l)o 
enjoined.  The  action  was  probably  silent,  except,  perhaps,  at  the  siu- 
offcring.  ''  Lev.  i.  4. 

'  licb.  ralio/i,  'to  be  pleased,'  as  willi  something  in  acoordnnrc  wilh 
one's  wish  or  good  ploa.sure,  {rutson,  I's.  exlv.  1'.*,  xlv.  5)).  Hence  in 
Nipli.,  '  to  be  pleasing.' 

^  Ileb.  caplior,  'to  overlay,'  as  for  example  with  pileh,  (ficn.  vi.  11). 

'  This  is  fairly  proved  by  Patrick,  in  loc,  after  Maimouidcs.  TIk'  pro- 
bable  rationale  of  it  has  been  touched  on  above,  p.  38. 
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the  altar  wliicli  stood  at  tlie  door,"  (lit.  "  which  [is] 
tlie  opening")  of  "the  tabernacle  of  meeting"  with 
God.  By  this  action  the  obstacle  to  the  offerer's 
personal  approach  to  God  was  removed  by  the  joint 
operation  of  the  victim  and  priest.  This,  however, 
his  offering  wonld  have  effected  for  him  indepen- 
dently of  his  Israelitish  position.  Bat  coming  now 
to  that  altar  and  that  priest,  he  was  admitted  to 
participation  in  the  peculiar  powers  of  the  blood  of 
the  great  Continual  Sacrifice,  which  opened  for  him 
the  way  into  the  Mosaic  Holy  of  Holies.  2.  The  priest 
having  thus  effectually  offered  the  blood,  next  "  laid 
in  order™"  the  body  of  the  victim:  placing  the  fire 
upon  the  altar,  the  wood  upon  the  fire,  and  the  victim 
upon  the  wood ''.  The  body  was,  for  this  purpose,  cut 
up  by  the  off'erer  into  many  parts,  but  these  were 
arranged,  tradition  says,  after  being  sprinkled  with 
salt,  in  their  natural  order;  the  head,  however,  is 
mentioned  separately  ° :  and  it  was  the  inferior  mem- 
bers only,  "  the  legs  and  inwards,"  that  were  washed 
with  water.  Plain  intimations  all,  of  relations  sub- 
sisting between  Israel  and  their  mystical  head  Isaac, 
parallel  to  those  which  should  thereafter  ensue  be- 
tween Christ  and  His  members.  For  so  are  they  pre- 
sented unto  God  as  One  Body  ;  once  separated  indeed 
by  sin,  but  re-united  nowi)y  grace,  and  sprinkled  with 
the  salt  of  His  incorruption.  Yet  He  as  the  Head,  they 
as  the  members ;  and  they  accordingly  "  washed  with 
pure  water,"  while  He  alone  needed  no  purification. 

™  Tliis  is  the  same  word  as  is  used  for  the  "  setting  forth"  or  oblation 
of  the  shew-bread :  see  above,  p.  1S5,  note  s.  To  this  answers  the  se- 
cond Oblation  of  the  Litui'gies ;  tlie  laying  in  order  upon  the  altar  of  the 
"selected  gifts,"  {secreta,  from  secemo:  see  MaskeU,  Anc.  Lit.,  p.  69). 

"  Comp.  Gen.  xxii.  9. 

»  Lev.  i.  8  :  "  The  parts,  the  head,  and  the  fat." 
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But,  3.  this  offering,  in  order  to  its  acceptance,  and  as 
the  mediuui  of  its  presentation,  must  be  accompanied  '' 
by  fruits  of  the  earth, — meal  and  wine,  oil  and  frank- 
incense.   4.  Then,  all  being  now  ready,  the  priest  was 
to   "  burn  all  upon   the  altar,"   with  the  heaven-de- 
scended fire  out  of  the  Presence,  "  to  be  a  whole  sacri- 
fice, an  offering  made  by  fire,  of  a  sweet  savour  unto 
the  Lord." — And   now   the    w^ork  was    done.     The 
offerer,  in  the  body  of  his  victim-gift,  Avas   brought 
nearer,  even  for  that  offering's  sake,  to  the  conunon 
Father  of  all,  even  as  the  smoke  ascended  towards 
heaven.     But  further,  seeing  it  was  no  common  altar, 
but  the  peculiar  Altar  of  the  Continual  Burnt-offer- 
ing;— no  common  fire,  but  that  which  came  out  from 
the  Presence :  the  offering,  and  in  it  the  offerer,  were 
actually  received,  borne  upon  the  Incense  of  the  great 
Sacrifice,  into  the  holiest  place.     In  a  profound  mys- 
tery, he  and  all  that  he  had  of  faithful  service  be- 
came the  "  Food  of  God,"  by  His  gracious  consump- 
tion of  it  on  Ills  Table.     In  his  whole  .conversation, 
and  in  all  the  relations  of  life '^j — for  the  Presence  into 
Avhicli  he  was  admitted  overflowed  the  limits  of  the 
sanctuary,  and  filled  the  Land, — he  was  taken  up  into 
a  higher  sphere  than  that  of  nature  or  of  ordinary 
sacrificial  blessedness,  and  abode  in  a  deep  mystery  of 
communion  with  God. 

Such  w\as  the  personal  burnt-offering  of  the  jMosaic 
system.  And  here  let  it  be  observed,  1.  that  the 
description  which  has  been  given  of  it  will  ajjply,  wiili 
scarcely  a  single  alteration,  to  the  burnt-ofFering  of  (Ik; 
l)re-Mosaic  period.    Tliis  has  been  ah'cady  pointed  out '. 

P  Numb.  XV.  1 — 12,  supplcinontiiig  Lev.  i.  ''  Ahovo,  p.  102, 

and  comp.  p.  155.  '  Atmvc,  ]ip.  71 — 73. 
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The  differences  are  so  slight  as  rather  to  confirm  the 
essential  resemblance. 

But  2.  the  great  national  Offering  of  Israel,  the 
morning  and  evening  lamb,  was  siin})ly  the  ancient 
burnt-offering,  or  the  Mosaic  offering  of  private  per- 
sons, lifted  into  a  new  sphere  of  power  and  activity. 
The  directions  given  in  the  two  cases  are,  as  far  as 
they  go^  perfectly  coincident;  even  to  the  quantity 
of  flour,  wine,  and  oil.  Insomuch  that  the  lofty 
powers  wielded  by  the  continual  Sacrifice  might  well 
seem  at  first  sight  unaccountable.  But  they  are 
fully  accounted  for  when  we  call  to  mind  the  au- 
gust circumstances  with  which,  as  above  traced  out, 
this  particular  offering  was  surrounded  *.  These, 
joined  to  the  direct  command  and  promise  of  God 
in  respect  of  it,  render  an  abundant  account  of  the 
transcendent  powers  which  are  ascribed  to  it.  And 
though  we  mio;ht  on  some  accounts  rather  have  ex- 
pected  to  find  the  ox  or  the  ram  selected,  for  their 
physical  superiority  and  greater  value,  as  the  national 
and  all-containing  sacrifice,  we  easily  perceive,  from 
the  standing-ground  of  the  Gospel,  the  superior  fit- 
ness for  this  purpose  of  the  feeblest,  meekest,  and 
most  unresisting  of  creatures.  At  the  same  time, — 
even  as  the  Divine  "  strength  was  made  perfect  in  the 
weakness"  of  Christ, — so  this  outwardly  simple  and 
single  sacrifice  was  seen,  on  occasion,  to  carry  within 
it  all  that  w\as  noble  and  powerful  in  the  sacrificial 
sphere.  On  each  Sabbath  it  expanded  into  two  lambs, 
offered  morning  and  evening ;  at  the  new  moons,  and 
other  feasts,  it  became  seven  lambs,  two  young  bul- 

•  Comp.  Numb,  xxviii.  \ntli  Lev.  xv.  1 — 12. 
*  See  p.  168,  and  sections  ix.,  x. 
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locks,  a  ram,  and  a  goat;  on  each  day  during  the 
feast  of  Tabernacles,  fourteen  lambs,  from  eight  to 
thirteen  bullocks,  two  rams  and  a  goat ; — became,  in 
a  word,  "fat  burnt  sacrifices,  with  incense  of  rams,  bul- 
locks and  goats."  By  all  these  was  manifested  forth 
the  might  that  was  veiled  under  the  meekness  of  the 
lamb.  It  might  be  said  of  the  God  of  Israel,  as  mani- 
festing His  power  through  that  sacrifice,  "He  had 
horns  coming  out  of  His  Hand,  and  there  was  the 
hiding  of  His  power :"  "  His  glory  is  like  the  firstling 
of  his  bullock,  and  his  horns  are  the  horns  of  uni- 
corns"." There  was  might  in  that  sacrifice  to  over- 
come, for  the  purposes  of  the  covenant,  all  the  powers 
of  evil :  the  "  horns"  of  that  altar  were  a  strong 
refuge.  In  just  sequence  with  this,  "  the  Lamb  as  it 
had  been  slain,"  in  the  Revelation,  has  "seven  horns;" 
the  full  mystic  complement  of  sacrificial  power* :  and 
this  Lamb  is  also  the  "  Lion  of  the  Tribe  of  Judah, 
and  has  prevailed,"  not  only  to  redeem  the  world  unto 
God,  but  to  "  open  the  book"  and  to  achieve  the  final 
victory  over  "  the  beast  having  seven  heads  and  ten 
horns."  The  uniformity  of  the  imagery  in  which  the 
story  of  Redemption  is  thus  couched,  from  Abel's 
sacrifice  to  the  last  chapter  of  the  Revelation,  is  surely 
most  remarkable. 

It  is  of  the  utmost  importance  thus  to  have  pointed 
out  the  function  and  capacities  of  the  ancient  J5urnt- 
Ofiering,  because  the  sacrificial  work  of  Christ  is  to 

"  Hab.  iii.  4 ;  Deut.  xxxiii.  17. 

*  Rev.  V.  6.  See  the  numerous  passages  which  speak  of  God's  oxalla- 
tion  of  Israel  under  the  image, — doubtless  mcrijicial  lus  well  as  pliysieal, 
— of  a  horn  or  horns.  In  St.  Luke  i.  G9  wc  cannot  fail  to  connect  the 
"horn  of  salvation"  with  "the  remission  of  sins,"  ver.  78.  In  I's.  Ixix. 
31,  praise  is  said  "to  please  the  Lord  better  than  a  bullock  with"  ull  hia 
sacrificial  might  of  "  horns  and  hoofs." 

B 
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SO  great  a  degree  interpreted  to  us  by  it,  and  specially 
by  that  loftily  empowered  instance  of  it,  the  Mosaic 
Continual  Sacrifice.  To  this  is  to  be  referred  what- 
ever is  said  in  the  New  Testament,  and  in  the  Litur- 
gies, of  His  " ffivinff'  Himself,  as  a  most  unspeakably 
acceptable  Gift,  to  God ;  as  discriminated  either  from 
His  "giving^"  or  delivering  Himself  over,  for  suffer- 
ing and  death,  to  wicked  men  and  powers  of  evil, 
which  is  more  especially  set  forth  by  the  Sin-Offering ; 
or  again  as  distinguished  from  His  giving  Himself  to 
man  as  the  Life  of  his  soul,  which  was  represented  by 
the  Peace-offering.  The  wholeness  of  that  Gift  of 
Himself,  in  Body,  Soul,  and  Spirit ;  its  voluntariness  ; 
its  exceeding  value  as  of  the  noblest  and  best  created 
Existence,  and  as  being,  moreover,  Divine ;  its  sweet 
savour,  or  infinite  acceptableness,  from  its  perfect 
accordance  with  the  Will  of  the  Father ;  its  unresist- 
ing meekness,  as  of  a  lamb ;  its  victorious  might,  in 
that  It  ascended  whole  and  entire  into  the  Heavens, 
in  a  sublimed  and  glorified  condition,  and  "opened 
the  Kingdom  of  Heaven  to  all  believers ;" — all  these 
characters  appertain  to  It  as  the  great  archetypal 
Burnt-Offering,  from  which  all  others  took  their 
form. 

And  now  let  it  be  observed,  by  way  of  transition 
to  the  other  two  classes  of  sacrifice,  that  the  Burnt- 

^  The  term  used  for  this  is  different  from  that  for  Christ's  giving 
Himself  to  God;  not  ^ovvai.  but  irapaSovvai,  which  signifies  'to  pass 
from  hand  to  hand/  {irapbi,  '  along') ;  hence  '  to  place  in  the  hands  for 
safe  custody,'  whether  as  a  treasure  or  trust  (=  iraparidriixi,  as,  e.g.  "to 
yield  up  the  spirit,"  St.  John  xix.  30,  of.  St.  Luke  xxiii.  46;  or  "the 
Idngdom,"  1  Cor.  xv.  24),  or  for  punishment ;  as  imprisonment  or 
death.  Hence  its  sense  of  'betray.*  It  is  never  Msed  of  presenting 
a  sacrifice  to  God.  Sometimes  Sowai  covers  both  senses,  as  Gal.  i.  4, 
of.  ver.  20. 
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Oflfering  contained  indeed,  iti  khid,  a  supply  for  all  the 
needs  of  man  under  the  older  dispensation, — atone- 
ment, access,  and  even  communion.  For  it  could 
not  be  but  that  admission  to  the  Presence  would, 
apart  from  sacramental  reception,  involve  a  measure 
of  such  communion.  And  this  was  perhaps  intimated 
by  the  regulations  about  a  secondary  kind  of  burnt- 
offering — for  such  it  seems  to  have  been'' — called  the 
"  meat-offering,"  consisting  of  flour  and  oil,  baked  or 
otherwise ;  sometimes  made  of  the  first-fruits  of  the 
corn.  Of  this,  part  only,  representing  the  rest,  and 
called  the  "  memorial,"  was  burnt  on  the  altar,  and 
secured,  no  doubt,  the  acceptance  of  the  bringer  of  it. 
The  rest  was  eaten  by  the  priests.  Thus  it  was,  for 
the  bringer,  a  burnt-offering,  and  accordingly  is  placed 
in  that  class ;  but  for  the  priests  it  was,  like  the  shew- 
bread,  a  means  of  communion  also,  and,  like  it,  is 
called  "most  holy." 

This  might  well  suggest  that  the  mere  present- 
ation of  himself  in  the  burnt-offering  would  not 
impart  to  the  bringer  full  and  exhaustive  fruition 
of  the  divinely  vouchsafed  benefits.  There  was 
evidently  an  internal  mode  of  reception,  and  this, 
analogy  would  suggest,  would  transcend  the  exter- 
nal mode  of  it. 

And  again,  there  would  arise  occasions  when  tlie 
offerer,  having  transgressed  some  law,  ritual  or  moral, 
of  the  economy,  would  be  disqualified  for  taking  his 
place  in  it  without  special  cleansing. 

For  the  latter  of  these  two  purposes,  (to  take  this 
first  in  order,)  i.e.  to  restore  the  worshipper  after  a  fall, 

'  Patrick,  in  loc,  Lev.  ii.  Some  suppose  it  to  liavc  been  n  sin-olTer- 
ing ;  but  its  position,  next  to  tbc  slain  bumt-offcriug,  forbids  this. 

R  2 
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the  aioning  and  pleading  element  of  the  burnt-offer- 
ing was  disengaged  and  intensified  in  the  form  of  the 
Sin-  (or  Trespass)  offering. 

i.  And  for  the  former  purpose,  as  we  shall  see  in 
section  xix.,  the  element  of  coynmunion  was  in  like 
manner  disengaged  and  intensified,  in  the  form  of  the 
Peace-offering. 

This  is  the  manifest  rationale  of  these  two  subsidiary 
or  ancillary  offerings,  as  will  appear  from  the  manner 
of  their  administration,  which  we  proceed  to  consider. 


SECTION  XVII. 

The  Sin-offering  {chattath'' ,  Yii^mWy  ' error, '^  was, 
up  to  a  certain  point,  the  same  as  to  its  ritual  as  the 
burnt-offering.  The  offerer  brought  his  offering  and 
laid  his  hand  upon  its  head,  with  the  addition  of 
confessing  the  sin^  for  which  he  brought  it,  and  slew 
it,  "  in  the  place  where  they  killed  the  burnt-offering  ;" 
language  indicating  its  affinity  to  that  supreme  sacri- 
fice. Other  points  of  difference  were,  1.  that  whereas 
the  personal  burnt-offering  was  purely  voluntary*^,  or 
rested  only  on  the  general  sense  of  religious  obhga- 
tion,  the  sin-offering  was  obligatory,  if  any  trans- 
gression had  been  committed.     2.  It  is  not  directed 

•  Chato  is  literally  'to  slip/  or  'stray,'  that  is,  'to  sin  with  the 
feet,'  whether  wilfully  or  not.  Tor  the  laws  of  this  offeriag  see  Lev. 
iv.,  v.,  vi.  to  ver.  7,  24 — 30 ;  Num.  xv.  22 — 29  :  with  the  ceremonies 
of  the  Day  of  Atonement,  Lev.  xvi. ;  of  the  red  heifer.  Num.  xix. 
1 — 10.  Note  that  in  Lev.  iv. — vi.  the  private  sin-offering  is  described 
last,  iv.  27,  &c.,  but  should  be  studied  first,  as  being  the  normal  one. 

''  Lev.  V.  5,  which  is  doubtless  to  be  extended  to  aU  siu-offering-s : 
see  Patrick  and  the  Jewish  writers  in  loc.  It  is  not  said  when  the  con- 
fession should  be  made,  but  this  is  the  most  likely  time. 

•^  Lev.  i.  3. 
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to  be  "  ofiFered"  by  the  offender,  but  only  "  broughf^," 
he  being  in  truth,  by  his  own  confession,  unfit  to 
offer  sacrificially.  Neither  was  it  said  to  be  "  ac- 
cepted" or  pleasing,  but  only  to  "atone,"  or  cover 
sin.  3.  It  was  a  fixed,  and  in  actual  money  value 
a  trifling  offering  :  not  a  "  male  of  the  herd  or  flock," 
the  best  and  choicest,  such  as  men  choose  for  a  gift ; 
but,  for  private  persons,  "  a  female  kid,"  the  cheapest 
offering  of  the  lowest  class,  or  at  best  a  lamb  ;  and 
even  for  the  ruler  a  male  kid ;  for  the  priest  or  whole 
congregation  a  young  bullock  "  little  bigger  than 
a  calf  ^"  And  even  for  the  kid  might  be  substituted 
two  turtle-doves  or  young  pigeons,  or  an  ephah  of 
fine  flour.  All  this  was,  doubtless,  because,  though 
an  expression  of  sorrow  for  the  fault  was  required 
in  the  shape  of  an  offering,  the  restorative  virtue  of 
the  sacrifice  was  derived,  in  an  overwhelming  pro- 
portion, from  its  connecting  the  offerer  with  the  one 
burnt-sacrifice.  Almost  anything  which  gave  the 
lapsed  person  renewed  contact  with  that,  brought 
into  operation  the  mighty  machinery  of  the  system 
on  his  behalf.  Nor  were  men  allowed  to  choose  or 
to  multiply  *^  their  sin-offerings,  as  if  there  could  really 
be  any  proportion  between  their  gift  and  the  privileges 

•^  Lev.  iv.  4,  14,  23,  28.  In  ver.  14  the  term  "  offer"  is  indeed  ap- 
plied to  the  sinning  congregation,  but  only  in  the  sense  of  providing 
the  sacriiSce;  since  they  first  "offer,"  and  then  "bring"  it  before  the 
Tabernacle. 

•  Heb.  par  ben-hachar,  Patrick  in  Lev.  iv.  3.  Whereas  the  peacc- 
offcring  "  bullock"  is  called  shor,  an  ox. 

'  On  even  great  occasions,  as  Num.  xvi.  10,  only  Ihc  single  kid  or 
calf  was  offered.  Only  on  the  greatest,  as  wiieu  llczckiah  and  Ezr.i 
restored  the  service  of  the  sanctuary,  after  its  entire  suspcn.sion,  were 
offered  (2  Chron.  xxviii.  21,  23)  "seven  iie-goats  for  the  Kingdom,  for 
the  sanctuary,  and  for  Judah :"  and  again,  "  twelve  he-goats,"  (lura  vi. 
17,  vui.  35). 
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to  which  it  re-admitted  them  ;  lest  they  should  dream 
of  compensating  for  so  much  sin  by  so  much  sacrifice. 
It  is  remarkable  that  females  were  enjoined  for  the 
sin-offering  of  private  persons :  and  the  awful  "  red 
heifer"  for  the  whole  nation  is  a  similar  instance. 
This  points,  doubtless,  to  the  mystery  of  orighial  sin 
having  been  brought  into  the  world  by  a  woman, 
and  to  its  being  destined  through  her,  (as  giving 
birth  to  Him  Who  "  should  save  His  people  from 
their  sins^,")  to  be  ultimately  done  away.  But,  4.  the 
blood  was  differently  disposed  of  in  the  sin-offerings  : 
not  sprinkled''  in  all  directions  about  the  altar  itself, 
as  if  boldly  claiming  and  appropriating  its  benefits ; 
but  put  by  the  finger  of  the  priest  (not  with  his 
whole  hand,  as  in  sprinkling)  on  the  horns  of  the 
altar,  as  if  tremblingly  seeking  refuge  there.  And 
all  the  rest  was  poured  at  the  bottom  of  the  altar,  as 
if  to  lay  anew,  in  the  humblest  guise,  the  foundation 
of  atonement.  5.  The  atonement  being  now  made, 
a  small  portion,  the  fat  only,  was  burnt  on  the  altar, 
"for  a  sweet  savour  unto  the  LordV  Yet  though 
so  called,  as  having  a  bare  acceptance  with  God, 
it  was  unaccompanied  by  either  meat  or  drink-offer- 
ing, or  frankincense ;  and  so  availed  not,  like  the 
burnt  or  peace-offering,  to  bring  a  man  with  ac- 
ceptance into  the  holiest  place,  but  left  him  still  in 

s  St.  Matt.  i.  21. 

^  Lev.  iv.  25,  30.  In  the  siu-offering  for  the  priest,  or  the  congrega- 
tion, the  blood  was  sprinkled  (vers.  6,  17)  before  the  vail.  And  the 
blood  of  trespass-offerings  was  sprinkled  about  the  altar ;  but,  says  tra- 
dition, (Middoth,  iii.  1,)  about  the  lower  half  of  it. 

'  So  also  if  a  pigeon  was  brought  as  a  sia-offeriag,  this  was  to  be 
eaten  entire  by  the  priest,  and  a  second  to  be  added  as  a  burnt-offer- 
iug ;  a  bird  being  too  small  for  both  pm-poses.  That  the  siu-offering 
included  a  burnt-offering,  however  humble,  is  clear  from  Ezra  viii.  35. 
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a  manner  at  the  door  of  the  tabernacle.  The  offerer 
was  thus  restored  only  to  a  very  humble  and  hum- 
bling station  of  privilege  within  the  covenant.  It 
was  said  to  him,  "  The  Lord  hath  put  away  thy  sin." 
But  he  was  significantly  taught,  to  the  casting  down 
of  all  antinomian  notions,  that  his  sin-offerinsr  was 
in  itself  no  occasion  of  triumph,  or  high  spiritual  joy, 
such  as  was  expressed  by  burnt-offering  or  peace- 
offering  ;  though  it  might  fitly  be  followed  by  either 
or  both  of  these,  and  generally  was  so''.  But,  G.  it 
resulted  from  these  provisions,  that  the  whole  body 
of  the  sacrifice  remained  unconsumed.  Of  this,  how- 
ever, no  portion  accrued  to  the  bringer,  as  in  peace- 
offerings  :  it  was  eaten  by  the  priests  "  in  a  holy 
place;"  who  thus  in  a  deep  mystery  neutralized, 
through  the  holiness  vested  in  them  by  their  conse- 
cration, the  sin  which  the  offerer  had  laid  upon  the 
victim,  and  upon  them.  Thus,  in  the  ancient  phrase, 
"  they  bore  the  iniquity"  of  the  offerer^  This  is  the  un- 
doubted effect  of  this  action  ;  since  it  was  so  explained, 
on  one  occasion,  by  Moses  himself.     For  Aaron  being 

''  This  has  been  well  pointed  out  by  the  Rev.  W.  H.  Johnstone  in 
his  "Israel  after  the  Flesh,"  (1850,  p.  49  al.) ;  a  work  in  which  the 
three  classes  of  sacrifices  are  ably  discriminated.  But  he  entirely  mis- 
conceives the  structure  of  the  system  as  a  whole;  denying  that  the 
bximt-offcring  atoned  (p.  59),  or  had  any  connection  with  Israelii  i.sh 
privileges  (!),  simply  because  it  was  adopted  from  the  older  sacrificial 
systems :  that  God's  Presence  was  really  behind  the  Vail  (p.  8J-),  or 
that  Israel  was  really  holy.  The  whole  scheme  was  purely  imaginary, 
"to  lead  men  to  contemplate  God." 

'  This  is  admitted,  though  with  the  usual  hesitation  and  qualification, 
by  Patrick,  on  Lev.  x.  17:  "Indeed,  the  very  eating  of  the  people's 
sin-ofFcring  argued  that  the  sins  of  the  people  were  in  aomr  xort  laid 
upon  tlic  priests  to  be  taken  away  by  tliom."  Wheliier  it  was  n  joyful 
feast  for  them,  as  he  supposes,  may  be  doul)tr(l.  Bvil  lie  well  a(hl.H, 
that  "the  priest  thus  receiving  the  guilt  upon  liimself,  prefigured  One 
Who  should  be  both  Priest  and  Sacrifice  for  sin." 
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unclean  by  reason  of  the  deatli  of  his  sons,  on  the 
very  day,  as  it  appears,  of  his  offering  the  inaugural 
sacrifices  of  the  Tabernacle,  forbore,  on  account  of 
his  recent  sorrow,  to  eat  of  the  goat  which  had  been 
offered  as  a  sin-offering  for  the  congregation,  and 
ventured  to  burn  it  instead.  Moses  asked  why  it 
had  not  been  eaten,  seeing  God  had  given  it  them 
"  to  bear  the  iniquity  of  the  congregation  :"  but  was 
content  with  the  manner  in  which  it  had  been  dis- 
posed of  This  incident  proves  what  was  the  object 
of  the  priest's  eating  of  the  ordinary  sin-offering; 
and  also  interprets  for  us  the  intent  of  another  and 
most  awful  feature  in  certain  kinds  of  it.  For,  7. 
all  such""  as  were  for  the  high-priest,  and  some 
(though  as  the  instance  just  referred  to  proves,  not 
all)  of  those  for  the  congregation,  had  this  peculiarity, 
that  the  blood  was  taken  into  the  outer  holy  place, 
and  sprinkled  seven  times — still  with  the  finger — 
before  the  vail,  and  also  put  on  the  horns  of  the  altar 
of  incense ;  the  rest  being  poured,  as  before,  at  the 
bottom  of  the  great  Altar :  the  body,  after  the  altar 
had  received  its  portion,  was  hurnt  entire,  upon  wood, 
"  in  the  place  of  ashes"  without  the  camp.  The  sin- 
off'erings  of  the  awful  Day  of  Atonement,  (a  calf  for 
the  high-priest,  and  a  goat  for  the  people,)  had  the 
further  peculiarity,  that  the  blood  of  them  alone  was 
sprinkled  loitMn  the  vail,  towards  the  mercy-seat. 
Thus  the  sacrificial  virtue  of  these  piihlic  off'erings  w^as 
more  penetrating  :  but  the  wrath  of  God  was  in  the 
same  proportion  more  fearfully  manifested,  by  the 
consumption  of  the  body  apart  from  the  sanctuary  in 
the  awful  valley  of  Hinnom.  It  was  no  gracious,  ac- 
cepting, subliming  emanation  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  no 

■"  Lev.  iv.  3,  13. 
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perpetual  fire  out  of  the  Presence,  that  consumed 
these  ofierings,  but  ordinary  unhallowed  flame,  yet 
itself  also  perpetual" ;  a  dread  image  and  foretaste  of 
the  undying  fires  of  the  wrath  of  Almighty  God. 

The  correspondence  between  these  greater  and 
national  sin-offerings  in  the  Mosaic  system,  and  the 
atoning  aspect  of  the  work  of  Christ,  is  manifest,  and 
is  fully  recognised  in  the  New  Testament.  Thus, 
when  our  Lord  is  said  to  "  bear  our  sins  in  His  Own 
Body;"  to  be  "once  offered  to  bear  the  sin  of  many;" 
to  be  "  made  sin,  or  a  curse,  for  us ;"  or  again,  to  be 
"the  Lamb  that  taketh  away  the  sins  of  the  world," 
to  be  "manifested  to  take  away  sins,"  (the  phrases 
"  bear"  and  "  take  away"  represent  the  same  Hebrew 
term'') ;  or  again,  to  have  "  entered  in  once,  not  by 
the  blood  of  goats  and  calves,"  (that  is,  by  the  yearly 
repeated  sin-offering  of  a  goat  and  a  calf  for  the 
people  and  the  priest,)  "but  by  His  Own  Blood:" — 
in  all  this  it  is  emphatically  as  a  public  and  con- 
gregational Sin-offering,  rather  than  as  a  Burnt-oft'er- 
ing,  that  His  Sacrifice  is  set  before  us :  it  is  by  study- 
ing those  sin-oflerings,  that  we  attain  to  a  full  con- 
ception of  what  is  meant.  For  it  is  in  them  that  wc 
behold  the  awing  spectacle  of  an  innocent  victim,  not 
slain  and  consumed  only,  but  cast  out  of  the  sanctuary 
as  accursed,  because  of  its  bearing  on  it  the  sins  of 

"  So  it  is  said.  Maimonides  has  mistaken  the  purport  of  Ihis  hurn- 
ing;  which  expressed,  not  so  mucli  "the  utter  deletion  of  sin,  so  that 
it  should  be  remembered  no  more,"  {that  was  the  f,'racious  work  of  t  lie 
Jltar-Hrc,)  as  the  consuming  wrat/i  of  God  against  sin  and  Hiiiners.  Sec 
Ps.  civ.  35  ;  and  xc.  7,  a  psalm  of  Moses,  possibly  on  the  destruction  of 
Aaron's  sons  by  fire;  see  vers.  3,  6 — 8,  15 — 17. 

°  Heb.  na.10,  '  to  lift  up  and  carry  :*  represented  in  LXX,  as  a 
sacrificial  term,  by  ^{aipsjc,  Exod.  xxviii.  38  (31-);   iKpaiptlf,  Lev.  x. 

17,  Kafifidvdf,  xvi.  22;   Or  di/accy/fai,  Isa.  liii.   12. 
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men,  and  there  consumed  as  unclean ;  its  blood  mean- 
while penetrating  the  sanctuary  to  obtain  the  pardon 
of  the  guilty.  And  so  St.  Paul  interprets  for  us; 
saying  that  Christ's  "  suffering  without  the  gate"  of 
the  holy  city  was  in  order  that,  enduring  there,  in 
the  Body  of  His  Flesh,  banishment  from  God's  Face, 
and  His  wrath  against  the  sins  laid  upon  Him,  "  He 
might  by  His  own  Blood,"  penetrating  into  the 
Holiest  Place,  "sanctify  the  people^." 

And  there  are  two  especial  rites  of  the  older 
system,  which  though  not,  strictly  speaking,  sin- 
offerings,  since  they  had  no  contact  with  an  altar, 
yet  were  manifestly  of  like  nature ;  and  which  in- 
terpret to  us  some  of  the  most  awful  features  in 
the  atoning  work  of  Christ. 

These  are,  1.  The  burning  of  the  red  heifer,  already 
dwelt  on^.  Tradition  represents  that  the  blood  of  all 
sin-offerings,  being  poured  at  the  bottom  of  the  altar, 
descended  into  the  valley  of  Kedron'';  and  that  the 
bodies  of  them,  and  specially  of  the  red  heifer,  were 
burnt  there  also.  There  are  thus  strong  grounds  for 
interpreting  the  Agony  of  Christ,  which  took  place 
in  the  same  spot,  by  reference  to  these  awful  cere- 
monies. And  what  we  discern,  specially  in  the  case 
of  the  red  heifer,  is  the  wrath  of  God,  not  accom- 
panied, as  in  the  burnt-offering,  by  alleviating  cir- 
cumstances of  acceptance  and  access,  but  by  removal 
to  a  distance  from  God's  Face,  and  endurance  of  un- 
consecrated  fire.  And  we  gather  from  hence  that 
the  peculiar  poignancy  of  the  Agony,  as  distinguished 

p  Heb.  xiii.  11,  12.  i  p.  232,  note. 

'  It  is  added  that  it  was  sold  to  the  gardeners  to  enrich  their  soil. 
This  again  reminds  us  of  our  Lord  bedewing  the  natui'al  soU,  and  the 
sod  of  humanity,  with  the  Blood  of  His  Agony. 
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from  the  suffering  on  the  Cross,  lay  in  its  comfortless 
and  abandoned  estate.  It  was  there,  as  it  should 
seem,  that  the  hiding  of  the  Father's  Face,  and  the 
inconceivable  horror  with  which  sin  and  death  affect 
the  Divine  Nature,  were  felt  in  all  their  power.  The 
Sold,  not  upheld,  as  on  the  Cross,  (if  we  except 
the  temporary  sense  of  desertion  expressed  in  "My 
God,"  &c.,)  by  the  sweet  sense  of  sacrificial  suffering 
and  comparative  nearness  to  the  Face  of  God,  of  ob- 
lation and  acceptance,  —  was  delivered  over  to  the 
pressure  of  sin  and  death  in  all  their  dreadfidness. 
Hence  the  difference  of  the  prayers  and  the  gesture 
of  the  Redeemer  in  this  case :  the  shrinking  from 
death ;  the  yearning  for  human  company  and  sym- 
pathy ;  the  prayer  for  deliverance ;  the  being  sorrow- 
ful and  very  heavy,  even  unto  death  ; — all  contrasting 
with  the  calm  acquiescent^  tone  of  all  but  every  word 
and  action  on  the  Cross.  And  such  accordingly  is 
the  view  which  the  best  divines  have  taken  of  this 
awful  transaction :  but  it  is  satisfactory,  in  a  subject 
so  full  of  mystery,  to  find  it  confirmed  by  the  analogy 
of  the  Jewish  ordinance.  Nor  can  we  fail  by  the  light 
of  that  analogy  to  ascribe  to  the  Blood  of  the  Agony 
a  mighty  virtue,  in  its  degree,  in  the  work  of  Redemp- 
tion :  since  the  blood  of  the  heifer,  though  not  shed 
in  regular  sacrificial  wise,  was  sprinkled  seven  times 


•  Christian  Year,  Tuesday  in  Holy  Week : — 

"  For  when  was  joy  so  dear, 
As  the  deep  calm  that  breathed,  'Fatlior,  forgive,' 
Or,  'Bo  with  Me  in  Paradise  to-day  V 

And,  though  tlio  stiifo  be  sore, 

Yet  in  His  parting  broatli 
Love  masters  Agony  ;  tlio  Soul  that  seemed 
Forsaken,  feels  her  present  God  again, 

And  in  her  Father's  Anns 

Contented  dies  away." 
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directly  before  the  tabernacle  of  the  congregation,  and 
so  evidently  had  a  certain  power,  though  it  did  not 
penetrate,  like  the  blood  of  the  sin-offerings  on  the 
Day  of  expiation,  to  the  very  mercy-seat. 

2.  The  other  quasi  sin-offering  referred  to  is  the 
scape-goat.  On  the  Day  of  expiation,  "  two  kids  of 
the  goats  were  brought  by  the  congregation  for  a  sin- 
offering  and  "presented'"  before  the  Lord.  One  only, 
however,  was  dealt  with  according  to  the  law  of  public 
sin-offerings ;  hands  being  laid  on  its  head,  its  blood 
applied  to  the  purpose  of  purifying  the  tabernacle  and 
the  people  from  their  unfitness  for  God's  service,  con- 
tracted in  the  preceding  year,  and  its  body  burnt 
without  the  camp.  On  the  head  of  the  other,  also, 
the  iniquities  of  the  people  were  expressly  put  by 
laying  on  of  the  high-priest's  hands,  and  confession 
of  them  over  it.  It  was  thus  placed  fully  on  a  par 
with  the  other  as  a  representative,  and  accordingly 
was  "offered^"  or  solemnly  presented  as  a  sacrificial 
gift.  But  this  victim,  strange  as  it  may  seem,  was 
not  sacrificed  at  all,  nor  even  put  to  death.  It  thus 
forms  an  apparent  exception  to  the  great  and  universal 
law  that  "without  shedding  of  blood,"  and  taking  of 
a  life,  "is  no  remission."  But  in  the  first  place,  view- 
ing the  two  kids  as  making  up  (ver.  5)  but  one  sin- 
offering,  the  usual  conditions  were  fulfilled.  Yet  it 
still  remains  to  be  asked,  Why  this  strange  ceremonial, 
of  an  offering  having  two  members^,  of  which  the  one 

'  Heb.  ngamod ;  Hiph,  'to  make  to  stand;'  which  is  never  used  of 
sacrificial  presentation.     Lev.  xvi.  7 — 10. 

"  Ver.  20 :  "  When  he  hath  made  an  end  of  reconciling,  he  shall  offer 
(Jcaroh)  the  live  goat."  The  A.  T.  wrongly  renders  this  "bring:" 
probably  as  not  seeing  how  there  could  be  any  sacrifice  in  the  case. 

*  So,  too,  the  leper  was  cleansed  by  two  bii-ds ;  the  one  being  killed 
"over  running  water,"  that  so  there  might  be  water  and  blood;  the 
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is  slain,  the  other  suffered  to  live : — and  that,  too,  on 
no  trivial  occasion,  but  as  a  part  of  the  ceremonial 
on  which  the  yearly  renewal  of  Israelitish  existence 
before  God  was  suspended  ? 

The  solution  lies  deep  down  in  the  mystery  of 
animal  sacrifice.  We  know  that  in  human  suffering, 
especially  when  connected  with  sin,  the  body  takes 
but  half  the  burden ;  the  mental  suffering  forms  no 
small  part  of  the  curse  entailed  by  the  Fall.  And 
accordingly  it  was  not  ordained  that  a  Death  involving 
bodily  suffering  only  should  ultimately  take  away  the 
sin  of  the  world:  deep  and  varied  mental  anguish,  "even 
unto  death,"  was  to  enter  largely  into  the  consecra- 
tory  ^  and  saving  sufferings  of  the  True  Sin-offering. 
Now  in  the  animal  world,  mental  as  distinguished 
from  bodily  suffering  can  only  exist,  it  is  true,  in 
a  very  modified  degree.  Still,  it  does  exist ;  as  terror 
in  the  presence  of  danger :  whence  even  the  sacrificial 
deaths,  however  humanely  conducted,  involved  some 
mental  suffering.  But  all  animals  suffer,  in  a  high 
degree,  from  a  sense  of  loneliness  and  desertion  ;  as  at 
separation,  when  young,  from  parents,  when  older  from 
offspring  ^ ;  all  gregarious  sorts  at  segregation  from 
their  kind;  all  domestic  ones  at  removal  from  the 
presence  of  man.  And  these  are  the  very  pains  which 
the  surviving  "  kid  of  the  goats"  or  "  scape-goat"  was 
called  upon  to  undergo.  While  one  of  these  tender 
animals  bore  the  doom  of  dissolution  and  consumj)tion 
by  fire,  the  other  was  sent  forth  to  endure,  in  its 
capacity  of  "  bearing  away,"  or  neutralizing  the  sins 

other  dipped  in  the  blood  and  let  go.  The  parallel  ari-srs  no  doubt 
from  the  pceuliar  allinity  of  lepro.sy  to  sin.  ''  Ileb.  v.  7 — '•'. 

'  Sec  th(!  beautiful  lines  of  Lucretius  describing  the  desolation  of 
a  cow  dej)rived  of  her  young. 
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laid  upon  it,  certain  mental  as  well  as  bodily  suffer- 
ings. "  Carried  away  by  the  hand  of  a  fit  man," — re- 
jected by  man  himself, — "into  the  wilderness,  into 
a  land  not  inhabited,"  and  there  let  loose*,  it  was 
never  more  likely  to  have  converse  with  its  own  kin, 
its  own  kind,  or  with  man.  That  it  would  perish, 
the  hardy  habits  of  the  animal  render  improbable. 
But  it  would  suffer,  in  the  way  above  described,  and 
in  a  degree  of  which,  from  our  ignorance  of  brute 
nature,  we  can  take  no  measure.  And  even  so  did 
the  One  True  Sin-offering  of  the  Gospel  undergo 
two  distinct  departments  of  suffering;  the  one  con- 
sisting in  His  sacrificial  Death,  the  other  in  His  no 
less  sacrificial  Life.  These  inward  suff'erings,  so  full 
of  sacrificial  virtue, — which  the  Church  accordingly 
pleads  in  her  Eucharistic  Litany, — extending  through 
His  entire  sojourn  in  the  Flesh,  yet  dated  more  espe- 
cially from  the  hour  of  His  Baptism.  There,  taking 
upon  Him,  as  it  should  seem,  the  sins  of  all  the  people, 
lately  confessed  and  washed  away  in  the  waters  of 
Jordan,  and  now  in  a  mystery  laid  upon  Him  by 
the  Baptist,  (who  salutes  Him  accordingly,  after  the 
Temptation,  as  the  Lamb  of  God  Who  "beareth  or 
taketh  away" — in  the  present  tense — "  the  sins  of  the 
world,")  He  is  carried  forth  into  the  wilderness^  to 

■  So  Patrick,  ver.  22,  no  doubt  correctly,  against  the  absurd  fiction 
of  tlie  Jews,  that  this  goat  also  was  killed  by  throwing  it  from  a  rock ; 
which  is  destructive  to  the  whole  idea.  "It  seems  contrary  to  the  inten- 
tion of  the  law,  which  was  that  one  only  of  the  goats  should  be  killed." 

''  This  point  has  been  admirably  worked  out  by  Dean  Jackson  (On 
the  Creed,  vii.  2.  65) ;  referred  to  by  Patrick  in  Lev.  xvi.  21 :  though 
he  has  not  carried  the  idea  on  to  the  Agony.  He  gives  strong  reasons 
for  placing  the  Baptism  of  Chi'ist  on  the  Day  of  Atonement.  He  also 
di'aws  out  an  excellent  comparison  between  the  Temptation  of  Christ 
and  of  Israel :  and  observes  that  the  Jews  always  confessed  the  sias 
of  their  forefathers  with  their  own,  as  our  Litany  still  does. 
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strive  alone  with  the  powers  of  evil.  But  that  solitary 
strife  was  lifelong,  and  only  reached  its  height  in  that 
second  and  later  casting  forth  into  the  wilderness  of 
sin  and  Satanic  power,  in  that  desolation  of  soul, — 
that  sense  of  banishment  from  sympathy  human  and 
Divine, — which  made  up  His  Agony ;  and  in  those 
ayvcoara  iraOrifxaTa,  that  mental  anguish,  "to  us 
secret  and  unknown,"  which  found  final  utterance  in 
the  bitter  cry  upon  the  Cross. 


SECTION  XVIII. 

We  have  now  seen  the  bearing  of  the  public  and 
more  solemn  among  the  Mosaic  sin-offerings  upon 
Christian  doctrine.  Of  the  private  sin-offerings  a 
somewhat  different  account  must  be  rendered. 

It  is  often  objected,  explicitly  or  otherwise,  to  the 
Church's  doctrine  concerning  the  remission  of  sins 
through  Christ,  that  it  is  involved  in  some  incon- 
sistency ;  in  that  it  ascribes  that  effect,  on  the  one 
hand,  to  the  due  reception  of  the  sacraments;  while 
yet,  on  the  other,  it  recognises  a  personal  commission, 
vested  in  a  body  of  duly  ordained  men,  to  convey  by 
word  of  mouth  the  same  blessed  reality.  If  the  Sacra- 
ments contain  in  themselves  full  power  for  remission 
of  sins,  by  application  of  the  Blood  of  Christ ;  to  what 
purpose,  it  is  not  unnaturally  asked,  is  "  power  and 
commandment"  given  to  Christ's  ministers  to  "de- 
clare and  pronounce  to  the  penitent,"  and  thereby 
actually  to  convey",  the  "  absolution  and  remission  of 
their  sins  ?"  Or,  again,  if  tliis  latter  be  effective, 
what  place  remains  for  the  operation  of  the  Sacra- 

«  See  above,  vol.  i.  p.  31d;. 
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ments  in  tlie  matter  ?  Why  do  we,  after  such  abso- 
lution, still  seek,  in  the  Holy  Communion,  "  remission 
of  our  sins"  among  the  "  other  benefits  of  the  Pas- 
sion ?"  Nor,  in  truth,  is  there  any  point  of  theology 
requiring  more  of  guarded  statement  in  theory,  and 
delicate  adjustment  in  practice,  than  that  of  the 
powers  committed  severally  to  the  Sacraments,  and 
to  the  Ministers,  of  the  Gospel. 

Now  it  is  undeniable  that  our  Lord  did  give^  over 
and  above  the  commission  to  administer  the  tw^o  Sa- 
craments, a  separate  one  "  to  remit  and  retain  sins," 
by  the  power  of  the  Holy  Ghost.  And  though  it 
might  be  alleged  that  this  was  only  to  be  exercised 
through  the  administration  of  the  Sacraments,  it  is 
certain  that  the  Church  has  never  understood  it  so. 
She  has  always  had  verbal  absolutions ;  and  never 
more  solemn  ones  than  in  the  prospect  of  celebration 
of  Divine  Service,  or  in  the  course  of  it ;  and  specially 
at  the  celebration  of  the  Eucharist.  But  this  latter 
feature  of  the  case,  which  at  first  seems  to  bring  out 
the  anomaly  more  strongly,  in  reality  points  to  the 
true  rationale  of  it. 

A  glance  at  the  provisions,  already  described,  of 
the  private  sin-ofierings,  and  the  more  ordinary  con- 
gregational ones,  will  assist  us  to  a  clear  apprehension 
of  the  matter. 

The  means  by  which  the  individual  or  the  congre- 
gation obtained  access,  of  old,  to  the  peculiar  Pre- 
sencCy  have  been  already  dwelt  upon.  The  altar,  it 
is  manifest,  was  the  way  to  the  Presence.  But  which 
was  the  way  to  the  altar?  by  what  rules  was  that 
way  fenced  about,  and  to  whom  was  the  guardian- 
ship of  it  committed  ?    The  answer  is,  that  the  "  way" 

<»  St.  Jolin  XX.  23. 
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was  tlirough  "  the  door"  of  the  Tabernacle  court,  and 
that  it  was  freely  open  to  every  Israelite  not  discjua- 
lified  by  breach  of  covenant  laws :  but  that  in  case  of 
such  disqualification,  of  which  the  conscience  of  the 
worshipper  was  the  judge  in  the  first  instance,  the 
priest  was  constituted,  in  a  very  marked  manner,  the 
dispenser  of  absolution  from  it.  The  offender,  on  be- 
coming aware,  through  self-examination  or  the  warn- 
ing of  others  %  of  his  fault,  was  to  bring  a  stated 
ofiering ;  and  the  priest,  by  the  prescribed  methods 
of  offering  and  eatwg,  procured,  and  probably  an- 
nounced, his  forgiveness.  As  to  what  constituted 
disqualification,  there  were  certain  plain  rules  laid 
down;  while  in  cases  of  doubt  or  difficulty,  recourse 
was  to  be  had  to  the  priest  for  counsel,  as  well  as  for 
remission.  This  is  plainly  written  on  the  provisions, 
already  detailed,  for  the  personal  sin-offering  ;  joined 
to  those  for  the  trespass-offering,  which  was  a  variety 
of  it ;  and  to  the  general  instructions  ^  to  resort  to 
the  priest  for  directions  about  the  law.  The  stress, 
however,  is  by  no  means  laid  on  this  latter  point ; 
indeed,  it  is  not  mentioned  in  special  connection  with 
the  sin-offering.  All  that  is  laid  down  is  that  con- 
fession of  the  fault  must  be  made  ^, — evidently  in  a 
public  manner, — and  the  prescribed  offering  brought. 
As  to  the  range  of  faults  contemplated  by  the  or- 
dinance, it  is  manifestly  veiy  wide  ;  extending  indeed 
to  avij"^  breach,  moral,  or  ritual,  of  the  entire  law  of 
Moses.     It  is  true  that  certain  faults  are  specified  ; 

«  Lev.  iv.  27,  28,  v.  4. 

'  Lev.  X.  11;  Mai.  ii.  G,  7. 

«  Tliia  is  prescribed  at  tlie  first  mention  of  a  sin-olTcring  for  a  speci- 
fied fault,  (Lev.  v.  5  ;  and  a^'ain,  Num.  v.  7). 

'■  Nothing  can  be  more  wide,  or  more  express,  Ihuu  Ijcv.  v.  27, 
Num.  XV.  22. 

S 
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but  it  is  only  because  there  were  two  classes  of  tliem, 
requiring  a  difterence  in  tiie  offerings,  and  it  was 
tlierefore  necessary  to  explain  what  faults  fell  under 
either  head.  The  distinction  was  this ; — if  the  fault 
did  not  involve  any  damage  done  to  property,  sacred 
or  secular,  a  kid  only,  or  its  recognised  substitute, 
was  to  be  brought :  but  if  damage  had  been  done, 
a  ram,  together  with  the  amount  of  damages  in  money, 
adding  also  a  fifth  part  to  be  given  to  the  priest*.  It 
was  further  required  that  the  fault,  in  all  cases,  should 
be  one  of  inadvertence'',  or  at  the  lowest,  committed 
through  impulse,  and  regretted.  If  committed  "  with 
a  high  hand,"  or  "  presumptuously  V'  there  was  no 
remission ;  he  was  "  cut  off,"  by  excommunication  or 
death,  "  from  the  people." 

Interpreting  then  from  this  source  the  "absolving 
and  retaining"  powers  committed  to  the  ministers  of 
the    Church,   we   gather  that   these    have  reference, 

'  This  is  plainly  the  -whole  matter,  about  which  so  much  has  been 
written,  and  such  confusion  made.  Chattath,  '  sin,'  and  asham,  'guilt,' 
are  both  alike  applicable  to  all  sorts  of  sins,  (Lev.  \\.  27,  al.) :  and 
both  are  applied  to  the  ordinary  sin-ojfering ,  (ch.  v.  6,  9,)  which  involved 
no  damages.  But  in  the  case  of  a  sin  which  involved  damages,  {niangal, 
Lev.  V.  15,  'lifting  up'  and  'taking  away,'  fraudulently  or  not,  from 
ngaloh, — unfortunately  rendered  "trespass,"  vi.  1, — comp.  the  Scotch 
phrase  "  lift"  i.e.  to  colled  revenue,  and  our  "  shop-lifting,")  the  offering 
was  called  asham  rather  than  cliattah :  because  this  root  carries  in  it, 
properly,  the  idea  of  material  injury.  See  Gen.  xxvi.  10,  xlii.  21.  Ac- 
cordingly the  offering  in  this  case  was  costly ;  a  ram,  with  a  payment 
in  money  "to  make  amends,  {shallem,  to  'complete,'  'make  good,'}  for 
the  harm  he  hath  done,"  {chattatli). 

^  Heb.  shegagah.  The  root  seems  to  have  something  in  it  of  'losing 
oneself,'  and  so  becoming  incapable  of  self-guidance;  which  is  really 
the  cause  of  all  ordinary  sin.  Thus  it  is  used  of  being  ravished  or  en- 
tranced in  the  delights  of  affection,  pure  or  otherwise ;  or  overcome  by 
druukeimess,  (Prov.  v.  19,  20).  In  Deut.  xxvii.  18  it  is,  in  Hiph., 
"  to  cause  the  blind  to  lose  himself." 

^  Kum.  XV.  3. 
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strictly  and  properly,  to  the  admission  of  men  not  to 
salvation, — or  only  indirectly, — but  to  the  means  of 
salvation;  and  to  exclusion  therefrom.  It  is  theirs 
to  remove,  through  the  Holy  Ghost  committed  to 
them  by  Christ  for  that  especial  end,  tlie  sins  of  re- 
pentant men,  siifficicntljj  for  their  entrance  uithout 
fear  or  harm  iqmn  the  icork  of  Divine  Service.  This 
is  the  limit  of  that  power.  For  the  great  and  tran- 
scendent work  of  the  entire  removal  of  sin,  renewal  by 
the  Holy  Ghost,  and  presentation  with  acceptance, 
they  commit  them  once  more  to  Christ  working 
through  the  Holy  Eucharist,  (as  the  old  sin-offerings 
were  followed  by  burnt  and  peace-offerings) ;  and 
giving  them  complete  union  to  Himself  therein  "\ 

"  So  did  Christ  Himself,  at  the  Institution  of  the  Eucharist,  divide 
His  great  work  of  remission  into  two  several  steps.  He  first  washed 
the  feet  of  the  disciples,  assuring  them  that  this  was  neccssaiy  for  their 
having  their  part  in  Him.  They  had  been  engrafted  by  Baptism  inlo 
Him;  they  were  about  to  partake  eucharistically  of  Him:  between  the 
two,  as  a  qualification  for  the  second,  must  come  their  absolution  from 
certain  stains  incident  to  man.  And  they  in  tlicir  turn  were  hereafter, 
"to  do  to  others  as  He  had  done  to  tiiem;"  to  be  amoug  Christ's 
people  "  as  those  that  served,"  and  specially  in  this  matter  of  remitting 
sins,  which  might  well  seem  to  be  one  of  lordship  and  superiority ; 
humbly  and  gladly  wasliiug  the  feet  of  penitents,  that  they  might  enter 
in,  and  partake  sacramcntally  of  Christ,  and  be  saved.  Sec  tiiis  wjiolo 
transaction  admirably  expounded,  and  in  the  same  sense,  by  the  Kcv. 
T.  T.  Carter,  in  his  volume  of  Sermons,  published  while  these  sheets  were 
passing  through  the  press,  pp.  93 — 98.  "This  example,"  he  says,  "was 
primarily  intended  to  symbolise  the  Apostles'  ministrations  as  Priests, 
theirs  and  tlieir  successors'  for  ever,  in  applying  the  virtues  of  His  pre- 
cious Blood.  It  refers  to  a  washing  tiiat  has  previously  taken  place, 
and  can  never  be  repeated.  Baptism  contains  not  in  itself  tiic  power  of 
remedying  all  after  falls.  It  iinparts  a  covenanted  claim  to  miui.slrics 
which  are  ordained  to  renew  the  forfeited  purity  of  Ijaiitisnial  grace  ; 
but  other  means  arc  provided  to  meet  the  case  of  sin  after  baj)t  ism ; 
prayer,  confession,  &c.  Tlie  absolving  power  of  tlic  ("hurch  \»  llio 
special  ministerial  agency,  which,  having  relation  respectively  to  Bap- 
tism  and  the  Holy  Eucharist,  repairs  tlic  losses  of  the  first  grace,  and 
removes  the  hindrances  to  the  ever-increasing  fulness  of  grace  in  (ho 

s  2 
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AVitli  til  is  view  of  the  subject  tlio  pliraseology  of 
Holy  Scripture,  aiul  the  practice  of  the  Church  in  her 
purest  periods,  are  thoroughly  accordant.  The  Scrip- 
tural language  runs  throughout  upon  the  ideas  of 
"  fastening  and  unfastening ;"  which  seems  always, 
from  the  mention  of  /i:e?/s,  to  refer  to  a  "door"." 
This  is  countersigned  by  the  sin-ofFering  ritual,  which 
so  emphatically  brought  the  offerer  to  the  door,  and 
there  committed  him  to  other  means,  to  burnt-offer- 
ings and  peace-ofFerings,  for  his  admission  to  the 
holiest  place.  And  since  this  door  lay  awfully  be- 
tween the  Kingdom  of  God  and  of  Satan,  the  throw- 
ing of  it  open  to  any  given  person  was  to  "  unlock" 
also,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  the  gates  of  hell,  and 
to  let  him  go  free  from  thence.  Hence  the  action  is 
called  a  "  binding  and  loosening,"  as  of  a  prison  or 
chains;  literally  "leaving  tied,"  or  "untying." 

We  have  indeed  no  faculties  for  understanding 
how  sins  should  be  sufficiently  "loosed,"  in  order  to 
a  certain  degree  of  access  to  God,  and  yet  not  entirely 


Commuuion  of  the  Lord's  Body.     These  exercises  aud  ministries  of  re- 
pentance are  '  the  washing  of  the  feet.' " 

"  In  St.  Matt.  XV.  18,  the  Church  is  set  forth  as  a  belligerent  city, 
which  can  resist  all  the  power  of  the  "  gates"  or  stronghold  of  hell  and 
Satan.  That  tliis  city  also  has  its  "  gates"  we  learn  by  inference  from 
Kev.  xxi.  12,  xxii.  14.  Admission  to  the  perfected  city  and  to  the  tree 
of  life  (Gen.  iii.  24)  is  through  its  gates,  for  "  those  that  do  the  com- 
mandments," while  others  are  without.  Of  these  gates  twelve  angels 
are  the  guai'dians  or  porters.  To  St.  Peter,  and  the  twelve  thi'ough  him, 
it  is  the  "  keys"  of  the  Chm-ch  or  kingdom  of  heaven  on  earth  that  are 
promised,  ("  Whatsoever  thou  shalt  bind  on  earth");  and  their  "opening 
and  shutting,"  it  is  promised,  shall  be  ratified  at  the  gates  of  the 
heavenly  city.  The  Heb.  for  "  bind  and  loose"  {cisor  and  pafhoach)  cer- 
tainly means  "  lock  and  unlock ;"  generally  for  the  purpose  of  confining 
to  and  letting  out  from  prison.  We  must  therefore  recognise,  as  in  the 
text,  the  idea  of  "leaving  bound"  ii;  the  prison  of  hell,  and  "letting 
ioose  from  it." 
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done  away.  But  this  arises  from  our  ignorance  of 
the  whole  spliere  of  things  to  wliich  the>e  actions 
belong.  And  we  are  somewhat  helped  towards  the 
recognition,  if  not  the  conception  of  it,  by  observing 
that  the  Mosaic  rites  did  certainly  remove  some  efliects 
of  sin,  while  it  left  others  untouched.  It  was  appa- 
rently from  not  understanding  this  point,  that  the 
Church  of  the  middle  ages  was  driven  to  define  the 
proper  function  of  absolution,  as  distinguished  from 
that  of  the  Sacraments,  to  be  the  forgiveness  of  cer- 
tain kinds  of  sins,  instead  of — what  was  certainly  the 
ancient  doctrine — the  remission,  sufficiently  for  ad- 
mittance to  the  means  of  grace,  of  all  kinds  of  sin,  if 
duly  repented  of.  The  degree  of  repentance  and 
amends  to  be  exacted  is  a  question,  about  which  the 
Church  has  ever  used  her  own  judgment. 

The  sum  is,  that  there  is  in  the  Christian  Church 
now,  as  in  that  of  old,  a  "  going  from  strength  to 
strength,  until  to  the  God  of  gods  appeareth  every 
one  of  us  in  Sion."  The  clergy,  by  announcing  and 
conveying  pardon  by  word  of  mouth,  bring  men  to 
the  altar;  the  altar  brings  them  to  Christ ;  and  Christ 
brings  them  to  God.  And  most  important,  though 
thus  strictly  subordinate,  is  the  ordained  manner  of 
aj)proach  to  the  sanctuary,  performed  of  old  through 
the  sin-ofFering,  and  by  corresponding  means  now. 
The  Leviti(;al  priests  received  their  consecration,  in 
order  to  powers  of  binding  and  loosing,  by  eating  of 
a  sin-offering ;  and  ever  after  discharged  this  part  of 
their  office  by  the  same  means,  viz.  eating  of  the  sin- 
oflerings  of  the  j)eople.  The  A|)ostl(!s  received  the 
like  powers  for  themselves  and  others  liy  our  Lords 
brcat/ii?)(/  \\[){)\\  thenj :  and  they  exercise  I  hem  by  liu^ 
analogous  power  o[  sprcc/i,  made  eflective,  liy  that  one 
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nrcntliiiig,  to  tlic  loosing  of  sins.  Nor  can  wo  fail  to 
mark  the  gracious  care  of  God  for  His  wandering 
sheep,  in  thus  making  the  re-admission  of  the  fallen 
or  the  timorous  a  personal  work :  a  work  leaving  an 
opening,  if  desired,  for  personal  commmiication,  re- 
assurance, counsel,  comfort.  As  to  the  Sin-ofFering 
now  to  be  brought  to  the  sanctuary,  it  is  no  other 
than  Christ  Himself,  presented  and  pleaded  through 
faith,  sacramentally  or  not,  with  confession  and  re- 
pentance.— As  to  the  actual  working  of  the  Mosaic 
system  as  regards  the  sin-offering,  we  are  but  scantily 
informed.  But  it  would  seem  likely  that  devout  per- 
sons would  bring  them  on  all  high  occasions ;  and 
also  that  sin-offerings  for  the  whole  congregation  were 
then  offered",  and  administered  (as  in  Nadab's  and 
Abihu's  case)  by  the  priests.  But  however  this  be, 
we  cannot  fail  to  justify  the  Church's  ancient  and 
still  retained  provision  of  frequent  and  duly  graduated 
acts  of  this  nature,  designed  to  bring  her  children  to 
a  due  and  safe  approach  to  God  in  Divine  Service. 
The  East  and  West  of  old  had  their  solemn  daily 
Absolution  at  Morning  and  Evening  Prayer^,  besides 
others  interspersed  in  the  Offices.  The  English 
Church  of  this  day  has  concentrated  hers  into  fewer 
but  more  intense  formulae. — It  is  sometimes  asked 
why,  wdien  confession  and  absolution  have  taken  place 
in  the  Morning  Office,  there  should  be  yet  another 
in  the  Communion  Office.  But  it  is  plain  that  reve- 
rence dictates  a  belief  in  the  necessity  for  fresh  de- 
grees of  cleansing,  when  holier  mysteries  are  to  be 
approached.  So  did  the  priests,  who  at  their  conse- 
cration w^ere  washed  all  over  with  water,  yet  wash 

» 

"  See  above,  on  the  occasion  of  Aaron's  inaugurative  sacrifices, 
p  See  vol.  i.  p.  103. 
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their  hands  and  feet  daily  at  their  first  entering  into 
the  Tabernacle,  and  yet  again  when  they  otiered 
burnt-ofierinofs. 

o 


SECTION  XIX. 

We  now^  approach  the  third  kind  of  Mosaic  Sacri- 
fice, the  Peace-OfFering :  the  offering  which  presents 
the  closest  resemblance  of  any  to  the  Christian  Eucha- 
rist, and  is  properly,  though  not  exclusively,  its  type 
and  analogue. 

We  have  seen  that  the  contiimal  Burnt-offeriiio;, 
presented  by  the  lligh-priest  or  his  sons,  was  the 
standing  instrument  of  a  continued  acceptable  pre- 
sentation before  the  Divine  Presence  :  nor  only  so, 
but  of  access  in  a  deep  mystery  to  it,  and  even  of  a 
certain  communion  with  it.  The  conn-relational  and 
private  burnt-offerings,  stated  or  volunteered,  were 
further  a  means  of  making  a  personal  appearance  in 
the  Presence,  and  of  more  intense  realization  of  its 
benefits.  Nor  was  there  wanting,  besides,  a  certain 
daily  dedication  of  themselves  through  the  one  Offer- 
inij :  the  hours  of  the  morning  and  evening  sacrifice 
being  ordinarily  used,  probably  from  the  first,  for 
private  prayer.  Besides  which,  in  the  synagogues 
throughout  the  land,  from  some  early  period'',  there 
was  service''  at  those  honrs  three  days  in  the  week. 

1  There  is  reason  for  l)i'licving  that  "houses  of  God"  similar  to  llio 
Synagogues  exi.stcd  long  before  the  captivity.  Sec  tlie  Christian 
Remembrancer  for  Jan.  185.'},  No.  70,  p.  4i{.  So  the  Davidie  I'lsabiis 
Ixxxiii.  12,  "Let  us  take  tiic  iiouses  of  Ciod  in  possession;"  Ixxiv.  S, 
"They  have  burned  up  all  the  synagogues  of  (Jod  in  the  land."  {ki'c 
A.  T.)  llengstcnbcrg  vainly  tries  to  ex|)lain  these  pjissages  of  Iho 
Temple. 

'  Sec  above,  Part  I.  p.  00,  and  Prideaux's  Connertion,  i.  G — 8. 
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Thus  were  "  tlic  whole  multitude  of  the  people,"  in  a 
mauner,  "  praying  witliout  at  the  time  of  incense," 
day  by  day  and  everywhere ;  and  not  only  on  high 
Festivals,  and  at  Jerusalem. 

It  might  have  been  expected,  perhaps,  that  thus 
to  dwell  with  acceptance  in  the  Presence,  which  in 
reality  overflowed  the  limits  of  the  sanctuary,  and 
gathered  under  its  shadowing  and  healing  wings  the 
people  and  the  land,  would  constitute  the  entire 
Israelitish  position. 

Nevertheless,  so  it  was,  that  a  yet  more  intimate 
fruition  of  the  Presence,  through  the  media  of  the 
sacrifice  and  of  the  high-priest,  was  provided  for 
Israel  in  the  Peace-offerings  partaken  of  by  them. 

That  the  action  of  eating  should  perform  so  im- 
portant a  part  in  the  sacrificial  scheme,  as  to  be  the 
indispensable  requisite  for  entering  upon  the  highest 
degree  of  religious  privilege  destined  for  man,  will 
seem  strange  to  no  one  vvho  reflects  upon  the  myste- 
rious nature  of  this  part  of  our  animal  constitution^ 
All  manner  of  animal  existence  is  preserved,  not  by 
the  mere  Will  of  God,  acting  without  means,  but  by 
His  blessing  accompanying  certain  means  and  a  cer- 
tain constitution.  To  assimilate  some  substance  ex- 
ternal to  itself,  is  the  one  requisite  for  vital  continu- 
ance and  growth.  But  this  law  extends  to  spiritual 
being  also.  We  have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  any 
being,  below  the  One  Self-Existing  Being  and  Sub- 
stance, is  necessarily  and  per  se  immortal.  "  He 
only  hath  Immortality."  All  they,  the  rest,  live  of 
His  exhaustless  Substance,  howsoever  supplied  to 
them.  The  angels  live  really,  and  not  in  figure  only, 
by   "  angels'  Food."     And  the  sustenance  of  man's 

°  Sec  Dr.  ^Mill's  Sermon  on  St.  John  vi. 


SECT.  XIX.]      THEORY  OF  EUCIIAIUSTIC  WORSHIP.  2G5 

spirit,  in  all  stages  of  his  religious  privilege,  must  be 
that  same  Substance,  through  whatever  media  coii- 
Yeyed.  And  it  has  ever  pleased  God  to  use  hindred 
media :  to  make  the  mysterious  machinery,  which 
assimilates  sustenance  for  the  earthly  life,  the  occa- 
sion and  the  instrument,  more  marvellously  still, 
of  assimilating  sustenance  for  the  heavenly.  That 
the  eating  of  manna  was  so  empowered  we  have  the 
sure  warrant  of  God's  Word  :  and  we  may  safely  and 
surely  extend  that  capacity  to  all  heaven-descended 
and  supranaturally  ordained  food. 

Accordingly,  we  discern,  in  very  early  times,  a  con- 
nection between  sacrifices  M\i\.fcastijif/ ;  and  there  is 
every  reason  for  believing  that  it  existed  from  the 
first,  though  we  are  imperfectly  informed  as  to  the 
laws  of  it.  The  heathen  nations  sometimes  reserved 
a  part  of  their  nominal  holocausts  (i.  e.  ichole  burnt- 
offerings)  to  feast  upon*.  But  this  was  no  doubt 
the  exception  :  nor  have  we  reason  to  suppose  that 
slain  burnt-offerings  presented  to  the  true  God  were 
ever  otherwise  than  wholly  consumed  on  the  altar. 
Whence,  then,  the  materials  for  sacrificial  feasting  in 
the  patriarchal  period?  The  most  probable  supposi- 
tion is,  that  other  animals  were  at  such  times  slain 
for  food,  with  some  degree  of  solemnity,  before  the 
altar:  whence  they  received  the  name  of  "victims," 
{zebachim,)  though  not  strictly  speaking  sacrifices,  and 
partook  in  a  measure  of  the  sanctity  of  the  altar. 
This  view  is  confirmed  by  the  fact  that  si  ill,  in 
IMosaic  times,  all  animals  for  common  food  were,  if 
possible,  to  be  slain  at  the  Tabenuiclc"  or  Temple, 

»  Patrick  on  Lev.  i.  3.  "  Dent.  xii.  5,  21,  Sec.    TIio 

Greeks  also  called  animal.s  .slain  for  fofxl,  Upua. 
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and  were  called  "  sacrifices"  or  "  victims,"  though 
not  viewed  as  actual  peace-offerings  ;  since  they  might 
be  eaten  by  the  unclean.  This  will  account''  for  the 
"burnt-offerings  ^\\(\.sacrifces''  spoken  of  by  Moses  in 
Egypt,  and  for  those  of  Jethro  and  Naaman;  and  for  the 
manner  in  which  peace-offerings  are  for  the  first  time 
mentioned,  after  the  giving  of  the  Decalogue,  as  if 
familiar  in  some  form  to  the  Israelites  :  "  Thy  burnt- 
offerings  and  thy  peace-offerings^'."  They  were  now, 
however,  exalted  to  the  status  of  regular  sacrifices. 

The  ]\Iosaic  peace-offering,  then^,  {shelem,)  con- 
sisted of  a  slain  animal,  male  or  female,  wdiich  the 
offerer  presented  and  slew  at  the  door  of  the  Taber- 
nacle court,  after  laying  his  hand  upon  its  head  : 
W'hen  the  priest  sprinkled  the  blood  round  about  the 
altar  ;  all  as  in  the  case  of  a  burnt-offering.  The 
body  was  divided^  into  three  parts.  1.  The  fat  and 
inward  parts  were  burnt  upon  the  altar  by  the 
priests  ;  and  it  is  more  distinctly  ordered^  than  in 

^  Exod.  X.  25,  xviii.  12 ;  2  Kings  v.  17.  Outrani  rightly  appeals 
(i.  10.  1)  to  the  two  former  of  these  passages  in  proof  that  actual  peace- 
offerings  existed  before  the  Law.  Johnstone  (p.  4i)  denies  this ;  be- 
cause the  term  is  not  there  applied  to  them,  but  is  first  u^ed  when 
Moses  offers  the  first  actual  peace-offering  on  record,  viz.  at  the  original 
rehearsal  of  the  Covenant,  Exod.  xxiv.  7 ;  but  he  has  overlooked  Exod. 
XX.  24,  where  they  are  called  Shelamim,  though  not  yet  Zehachim- 
shelamim,  and  are  spoken  of  as  something  already  known  :  nor  does  he 
explain  what  the  "  victims"  of  Jethro  were.  Patrick  on  Lev.  i.  seems  to 
acquiesce  in  the  view  of  most  Jewish  writers,  that  there  were  none  but 
burnt-offerings  before  the  Law.  Yet,  on  Deut.  xii.  7,  he  admits  the 
previous  existence  of  peace-offerings. 

y  Exod.  XX.  24. 

^  The  laws  of  the  peace-offering  must  be  sought  in  Lev.  iii.  entire, 
vii.  11 — 28,  xxii.  17 — 33,  Numb.  xv.  8,  14 ;  the  circumstances  of  its 
first  being  offered  in  Exod.  xxiv.  entire,  comparing  Lev.  ix.  entire.  See 
Johnstone's  "  Israel,  &c.,"  pp.  48 — 50. 

*  Hence  some  derive  the  name  of  these  offerings  from  shaleem,  (in 
Pilxel.,)  'to  render  to  each  his  portion.'  ^  Lev.  iii.  5. 
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tlie  case  of  any  other  personal  offering  that  it  shonld 
"  be  burnt  upon  the  Burnt-sacrifice,"  (that  is,  the 
daily  sacrifice,)  "  which  is  upon  the  wood,  which  is 
upon  the  fire."  2.  A  second  portion,  the  breast  and 
shoulder,  was  given  to  the  priest  after  the  one  had 
been  hfted  or  "  heaved"  up,  and  the  other  "  waved" 
to  and  fro,  the  priest  putting  his  hands  under  those 
of  the  offerer''.  3.  The  remainder,  forming  by  far 
the  greatest  part,  was  eaten  with  rejoicing  by  the 
offerer  and  his  household ''.  From  the  time  the 
Israelites  entered  the  Holy  Land,  besides  a  meat- 
offering of  bread,  (flour  and  oil,)  a  drink-offering  of 
wine  was  recpiired  to  be  added  to  the  peace-offering, 
as  w^ell  as  to  the  personal  burnt-offerings^  Of  this 
meat-offering  a  handful,  called  the  "  memoriaV^  as 
representing  the  whole,  was  burnt  upon  the  altar : 
the  rest  eaten  by  the  priest. 

Now  it  is  to  be  observed  of  this  kind  of  sacrifice, 
that  besides  that,  like  the  other  personal  or  congre- 
gational sacrifices,  it  served  in  a  general  way  to  pre- 
sent and  to  plead,  on  behalf  of  the  worshipper,  the 
virtue  of  the  continual  burnt-offering,  it  contained  in 
it,  in  a  measure,  the  powers  of  the  other  two  kinds. 
Inferior^  to  the  burnt-offering  in  expressing  self-dedi- 
cation and  worship,  since  it  was  burnt  but  in  part ; 
and  to  the  sin-offering  in  respect  of  atonement,  be- 
cause the  blood  was  not  applied  to  the  horns  of  the 
altar,  nor  yet  poured  out  at  the  foot  of  it ;  it  never- 
theless was  marked    as  of   kin^'  to  the    one    by   the 

<=  Lev.  vii.  28,  34;  Num.  vi.  19,  20.  "  Dent.  xii.  11,  17. 

"  Lev.  vii.  12;  Num.  xv.  2—12, 

'  Ou  tliis  account  it  wa.s  not,  like  llic  other  two  kinds,  killrd  in  ilio 
"most  holy  place,"  tiie  north  of  the  altar,  hut  anywhere  in  Ihe  court, 
unless  it  were  for  the  wliole  congrcf,'aiion. 

K  It  is   even  ccdkd  a  bumt-olTering  in   Exod.  xxix.  2.'),   where  sco 
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sprifd'Jin(/  of  the  blood,  and  to  the  other  by  beiiip; 
partly  eaten  by  the  priest.  While  therefore  the  otter- 
ing of  all  three  k'lnch^  constituted  the  most  complete 
act  of  personal  priesthood,  this  one  was  best  fitted  to 
survive  in  the  Christian  scheme  as  the  representative 
of  all,  and  carrying  the  powers  of  all  in  it.  Nor 
is  it  to  be  doubted  that  the  Christian  Eucharist  pos- 
sesses in  perfection  the  powers  of  the  personal  or 
congregational  burnt-offering,  sin-offering,  and  peace- 
offering,  all  in  one ;  and  stands  in  the  same  relation 
to  the  Original  and  Continual  Sacrifice  of  Christ, 
as  all  of  them  together  did  to  the  Mosaic  Contiinial 
Sacrifice. 

As  to  the  division  made  of  the  victim,  we  observe 
that  the  richest  part  of  all,  the  fat  of  the  inward  parts, 
was  given  to  the  altar,  expressing  and  conveying  the 
dedication  of  the  worshipper  in  his  best  gifts  and 
powers.  Nor  only  so,  but  in  a  mystery,  as  in  the 
case  of  the  burnt-offering,  the  heaven-descended  fire 
consumed  it  on  God's  behalf,  as  representing  the  will 
and  being  of  the  worshipper,  which  He  ever  desires 
for  Himself.  Moreover,  it  was  very  expressly  hy 
being  laid  upon  the  One  Continual  Sacrifice,  that  the 
consumed  part  of  the  peace-off'ering,  representing  the 
whole,  found  acceptance.  Certain  choice  parts,  again, 
given  to  the  priest,  (viz.  the  breast  and  shoulder',) 
besides  expressing  dedication  of  heart  and  hand  to 
God's  service,  also  enhanced,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
siu-ofi'ering,  the  acceptance  of  the  whole  through  the 

Patrick.  The  "  sprinkling,"  as  compared  with  pouring  out,  implied 
freer  sacrificial  access ;  see  above. 

^  See  Johnstone's  Israel,  &c.,  p.  49.  Comp.  Exod.  xxix.  1 — 32 ; 
Lev.  ix.,  xxiii.  17 — 19 ;  Num.  vi.  4 — 17,  vii. ;  2  Chi-on.  xxix. ;  Ezek. 
xliii.  18—27. 

'  Lev.  iii.  11.     Comp.  Num.  xxviii.  2. 
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saiictification  possessed  by  tlie  priest.  They  served 
also  to  carry  on  the  mysterious  reality  of  a  Teast 
shared  by  God  and  man.  By  the  priest,  as  repre- 
senting God,  the  offering  was,  not  in  mystery  but  in 
simple  reality,  partaken  of.  To  the  same  effect  were 
the  singular  ceremonies  of  heaving  and  waving.  The 
"  heaving"  of  the  part  given  to  the  priest  was  a  lifting 
it  towards  heaven,  to  signify^  a  desire  of  its  being 
accepted  as  the  Food  of  God's  Table,  to  be  eaten 
by  His  representative.  The  "waving"  of  other  parts 
given  to  be  burnt  upon  the  altar,  together  with 
a  loaf  of  bread,  was  only  a  more  elaborate  kind  of 
heaving ;  consisting  in  moving  them  up  and  down, 
and  to  right  and  left,  and  forward  and  backward\ 
And  in  fact  the  heaving  and  waving  were  performed 
at  one  time.  The  desio-n  of  the  waving  was  not  so 
UHich  (as  the  Jewish  writers  say)  to  acknowledge  God's 
universal  lordship,  as  to  express  a  desire  for  the  con- 
secration and  acceptance  of  their  peculiar  land""  and 
possessions;  since  frsl-fndfs  formed  an  important 
part  of  what  was  heaved  or  waved :  whence  the 
raising  up  and  "waving"  of  Christ,  the  "First-fruits 
of  them  that  slept"."     At  the  same  time,  this  lifting 

''  Heb.  terumah,  from  rovm,  in  Ilipli.,  'to  heave  up.'  Patrick  on 
Num.  XV.  20:  "They  were  heaved  or  lifted  up  to  Him  as  the  Creator, 
and  then  given  to  His  Ministers,  who  had  them  in  His  riglit."  For  the 
laws  of  the  heave-offering  and  wave-offering,  {tenuphah,  from  nouph,  '  to 
shake,')  see  Lev.  vii.  29— 3G;  Num.  vi.  19,  20,  xv.  \1,  21,  -wiii.; 
Exod.  xxix.  22—28. 

'  So  the  Jewish  writers,  as  AbarbaneJ,  in  Patrick  on  Exod.  xxix.  21'. 
"Up  and  down,  and  then  to  all  tlie  four  rpiartcrs  of  llie  woHd;  to 
signify  that  the  earth  is  the  Lord's  and  the  fulness  thereof."  Moses 
Egy|)tius  in  Outram,  i.  IG.  9. 

'"  Comp.  Gen.  xiii.  14;  Deut.  iii.  17,  where  it  is  said  to  Abraham 
and  to  Moses  with  reference  to  the  land,  "  Jiift  nj)  thine  ryes  westward 
and  northward,  and  southward  and  eastward."     Coinp.  above,  p.  100. 

°  See  I'p.  Andrrwe.s,  Sermon  ii,,  Of  \\w.   Hcsiirrtctlion.     It   is  very 
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\ij),  as  to  a  heavenly  altar,  for  consumption  (re))re- 
seiitatively)  by  God  Almighty  Himself,  of  a  portion 
of  the  same  food  as  the  worshipper  was  about  to  eat 
of,  was  plainly  in  order  to  mysterious  conununion. 
Nor  should  it  be  omitted  that  the  same  rite  exhibited 
the  worshipper  as  exercising,  in  his  degree,  full  powers 
of  priesthood :  since  "  the  filling  of  the  hands"  with 
the  heave  and  wave-offerings  w^as  the  means  by  which 
the  consecration  °  of  Aaron  and  his  sons  was  com- 
pleted by  Moses  ^. 

Now  it  is  impossible  that  we  can  be  mistaken  in 
assigning  the  very  highest  importance  in  the  Mosaic 
system  to  the  peace-offerings.  They  were  no  mere 
tokens  or  testifications,  as  is  commonly  said,  of  peace 
between  God  and  the  Israelites.  They  were  a  matter 
of  Israelitish  life  or  death.  On  the  faithful  rendering 
and  participation   of  them  was  absolutely  suspended 

remarkable  that  the  consecration  of  persons,  as  e.g.  of  the  Levites,  in- 
cluded "  waving,"  or  causing  them  to  move  to  and  fro.  Num.  viii.  11 : 
"  And  thou  shalt  wave  the  Levites  before  the  Lord,  for  a  wave-offering  of 
the  children  of  Israel,  that  they  may  execute  the  service  of  the  Lord." 

°  Exod.  xxix.  22 — 28.  The  word  rendered  "consecration"  in  vers. 
22,  27,  is  no  other  than  milium,  or  "  filling,"  from  malea,  to  fill :  gene- 
rally joined  -ndth  "the  hands,"  Exod.  xxxii.  29.  The  "filling"  also 
signified  that  the  priesthood  was  hereby  completed,  (R.  Solomon  ap. 
Patrick  in  loc.,)  this  being  the  last  rite  of  consecration. 

p  How  remarkably  these  singular  rites  were  perpetuated  in  the 
Liturgies  has  been  shewn  elsewhere,  (Introd.  to  Part  ii.  p.  175).  It  is 
still  more  curious,  that  in  the  English  rite,  just  before  reception,  the 
deacon,  representing  the  people,  received  into  liis  hands  the  paten, 
lifted  it  with  outstretched  arms,  the  priest  raising  his  arms  at  his  side. 
Then  he  "waved"  the  paten  from  side  to  side,  to  the  four  quarters. 
Sar.  rubr. :  "  Ponat  ad  sinistrum  oculum,  delude  ad  dexterum ;  postea 
faeiat  crucem  cum  patena  ultra  caput."  Moreover,  three  portions  were 
made  of  the  Bread;  (1)  united  to  the  wine,  to  signify  the  Resurrection; 
(2)  eaten  by  the  priest ;  (3)  the  largest,  distributed  to  the  conunu- 
nicauts,    Maskell  in  loc,  Anc.  Lit.,  p.  109. 
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the  nation's  and  each  man's  part  in  the  covenant. 
Three  times  in  the  year  must  all  the  males,  by  the 
Sinaitic  covenant,  appear  before  the  Lord.  And  their 
proper  business,  when  there,  was  to  offer  and  partake 
of  this  kind  of  sacrifice.  Other  sacrifices  they  might 
add  of  their  own  voluntary  will;  as  burnt-offerings, 
or  additional  peace-offerings,  according  to  their  piety 
and  their  means  :  or  a  sin-offering  might  have  become 
necessary  for  some  violation  of  the  covenant,  real  or 
apprehended.  But  the  particular  service  which  could 
not  be  withheld  without  being  "  cut  off,"  and  was  the 
foimal  cause  of  covenant  existence,  was,  1.  the  offering 
and  eating  of  the  great  national  Peace-offering,  the 
Passover;  and  2.  the  bringing  and  partaking  of  other'i 
peace-offerings,  as  the  tithe  of  the  flock  and  the  herd. 
And  as  the  Passover  was  a  sort  of  yearly  rencw^al  of 
their  original  relations  of  service  towards  God,  so 
did  the  offering:  and  eatino;  of  the  other  ordained 
peace- offerings,  consisting  of  animals  and  bread,  thrice 
a-year,  maintain  those  relations  in  full  action,  and 
really  convey  to  them^  the  temporal  and  spiritual 
blessings  of  the  covenant. 

It  is  further  to  be  observed, — and  it  tends  to  throw 
ever-increasing  light  on  the  nature  of  the  .Christian 
Eucharist,  and  on  the  elements  of  service  uniformly 
exhibited  in  the  Liturgies, — that  there  were  three  vari- 
eties^ of  peace-offerings. 

1.  The  leading  and  most  comprehensive  one  was  the 
EucHARiSTJC  ;  the  sacrifice,  that  is,  of  "  Thanksgiving 

I  Notliing  can  therefore  be  more  infelicitous  than  Cahncl's  slateiiiont 
(in  V.  Sacrifice)  that  "no  law  obligeil  an  Lsraclitc  to  offer  a  peacc- 
oiloring:"  he  was  misled  by  the  term  "voluntary"  ajiiilicd  to  one  kind 
of  pcace-ofTering. 

'  Dcut.  xvi.  7.         •  Lev.  viii.  11,  12,  10;  Oulrain,  i.  11. 
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and  Praise  *"  for  some  signal  benefit,  mercy,  or  deliver- 
ance. This  kind  is  mentioned  first,  and  is  distinguished 
by  some  significant  features  from  the  other  two  sorts. 
It  was  also  accomjDanied  by  a  peculiar  provision  of 
various  kinds  of  unleavened  cakes,  in  addition  to  the 
ofTerins:  of  meal  and  wine  common  to  the  three  classes. 
But  what  is  most  remarkable  of  all,  and  entirely  with- 
out parallel  in  the  whole  range  of  sacrifices,  there 
were  added  also,  besides  the  unleavened  cakes,  loaves 
of  leavened  bread.  These,  though  not  ofTered  on  the 
altar,  were  presented,  and  one  loaf  "  heaved"  for  the 
priest's  use ;  the  rest  consumed  by  the  worshippers : 
a  wonderful  provision,  as  w^e  shall  see,  for  the  grow^th 
of  the  Eucharist  out  of  this  rite.  And  this  bread  was 
traditionally  called  by  the  name  of  "  Bread  of  Thanks- 
giving or  of  Eucharist"."  This  particular  kind  of 
Peace-ofFering  was,  moreover,  to  be  eaten  on  the  self- 
same day  that  it  was  offered ;  whereas  the  other  two 
sorts  might  be  eaten  on  the  morrow :  a  regulation 
designed  to  promote''  charitable  and  liberal  communi- 
cation of  the  sacrificial  feast. — In  this  class  of  Peace- 
ofFerings,  and  as  the  chief  of  them  all,  the  Paschal 
Lamb,  with  its  unleavened  bread,  is  to  bs  reckoned. 
Originally  instituted  before  the  existence  of  the  great 

'  Heb.  Zehach-todah,  from  jadoh,  "  to  throw  or  thrust  forth,"  (Jer.  1. 
14,)  thence  "to  put  forth"  an  open  confession  or  acknowledgment 
whether  of  sin  (Josh.  vii.  19,  Lev.  v.  5)  or  of  mercies  (Ps.  cvii.  1). 
The  LXX  render  it,  unfortunately,  by  Qxjaia.  cur-npwv,  instead  of  the 
Literal  dvrria  eiixapiarias ;  which  has  greatly  obscured  the  pai'entage  un- 
doubtedly subsisting  between  it  and  the  Holy  Eucharist.  The  Greeks 
called  such  sacrifices  xap"rTi7pia. 

"  R.  Levi,  ap.  Patrick  on  Lev.  \ii.  12. 

*  Outram,  i.  17.  11.  "  The  Eucharistic  peace-offerings  were  to  be 
eaten  sooner  than  the  other  two  sorts  :  because  they  were  an  acknow- 
ledgment of  benefits  received,  and  therefore  to  be  celebrated  less 
sparingly,  every  one  that  was  fit  being  invited." 
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Mosaic  system,  with  its  central  Presence  and  all-con- 
trolling Burnt-ofFering,  it  subsequently  took  its  place 
harmoniously  under  that  system.  "  Its  exact  similarity 
to  an  individual  peace-ofFering,"  says  a  recent  able 
writer'',  "is  evident,  with  the  single  exception  that 
the  one  was  personal,  the  other  national."  He  points 
out  that  it  was  killed  in  the  same  place  by  the  offerer 
himself,  and  that  the  portions  which  God  took  for  the 
altar  were  the  same :  add  to  which,  that  the  priests 
sprinkled  the  blood  as  usual  on  the  altar ;  and  the 
offerer  ate  the  rest  with  his  friends.  "  There  was  no 
part,"  he  correctly  adds,  "reserved  for  the  priest,  as 
in  other  personal  peace-offerings,  because  the  priest 
had  a  personal  feast  of  his  own." 

Thus  did  the  mighty  and  mysterious  Passover,  which 
at  the  first  was  the  actual  instrument  of  delivering 
Israel  out  of  the  spiritual  bondage  of  devils  to  the 
worship  of  God,  survive  as  a  perpetual  memorial  of 
that  deliverance ;  and  yet  at  the  same  time,  in  virtue 
of  the  part  burnt  on  the  altar  and  the  sprinkling  of 
the  blood,  take  up  its  relative  position  towards  the 
Continual  Sacrifice,  and  through  it  towards  the  origi- 
nal offering  of  Isaac. 

To  the  Eucharistic  peace-offerings  belonged  also  the 
first-born  of  cattle :  another  result,  indeed,  of  the  origi- 
nal passover  deliverance.  These,  however,  were  given 
entire,  after  being  offered  in  the  usual  way,  to  the 
priesf'.  Not  so  the  tenth  of  the  flock  and  herd,  which 
it  is  believed  were  to  be  slain  and  offered,  but  only 
the  usual  parts  given  to  the  altar,  and  none  at  all  lo 
the  priest^     And  hence  would  accrue  a  supply  of 

t  Johnstone,  Israel  after  the  Flcsli,  chap.  ii.  p.  52.  Sec  2  Chron, 
XXX.  17,  XXXV.  11—14.  »  Exod.  xiii.  15  ;  Numb,  xviii.  17,  18. 

'  So  Maimonidcs,  &c.,  ap.  Outram,  i.  11.  7. 

T 
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ohligaiory  eucharistic  peace-offerings  of  animals,  be- 
sides similar  tenths  of  fruits  of  the  earth,  at  the  great 
Festivals. 

2.  But  besides  these  peace-offerings  (the  paschal 
lamb  and  the  tenths)  which  were  of  obligation^,  par- 
ticular persons  would  bring  their  "  sacrifice  of  thanks- 
giving," or  eucharist,  for  personal  deliverances,  as 
David  promises  to  do  on  recovery  from  sickness; 
as  Hezekiah  did  on  the  restoration  of  the  Temple 
worship,  and  Manasses  on  recovering  his  liberty  and 
kingdom*'. 

There  were  two  classes  of  these  volunteered  peace- 
offerings.  (1.)  The  one  was  votive^  or  vowed;  per- 
formed, that  is,  as  the  fulfilment  of  a  vow  or  promise 
made  in  the  day  of  calamity.  Such  were  "  the 
vows"  which  David  "  promised  with  his  mouth  when 
he  was  in  trouble :"  such  the  vows  of  Jephthah,  of 
Jonah's  companions,  and  of  Absalom^ :  such  the 
"calves  of  the  lips"  (i.e.  promised  by  the  lips)  which 
God  by  the  prophet  Hosea  instructs  His  people  to 
promise  and  to  pay.  The  "vows"  or  vowed  peace- 
offerings  w^ere  often  accompanied  by  burnt -offerings 
likewise  :  but  the  essential  performance  of  the  vow  in 
Mosaic  times  consisted  in  offering  and  partaking  of 
the  peace-offering,  and  the  term  'vow'  is  applied  to 
that  only. 

^  Compare  our  Communion  Office,  "  Althougli  we  be  unworthy  .  .  . 
to  oifer  unto  Thee  any  sacrifice,  yet  we  beseech  Thee  to  accept  this  our 
•hounden  duty  and  service ;"  and  the  old  Western  rite,  "  quam  oblatio- 
nem  adscriptam,  ratam"  (i.e.,  as  it  seems,  reckoned  to  the  worshipper  as 
a  bounden  debt  or  duty  discharged)  "  facere  digneris." 

*=  Ps.  cxvi.  17 :  comp.  Ps.  cvii.  17 — 22 ;  2  Chron.  xxix.  31,  xxxiii.  16. 

^  Heb.  Neder,  '  a  thing  vowed,'  from  nador,  '  to  promise  conditionally.' 
See  Lev.  vii.  16;  Deut.  xii.  6,  11,  17. 

•  Ps.  kvi.  13—15  :  Judges  xi.  30 ;  Jonah  x.  9 ;  2  Sam.  xv.  7,  8. 
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(2.)  The  other  kind  was  called  the  "  voluntary"  or 
free-will  offering^,  and  so  was  of  a  more  noble  charac- 
ter than  the  last  mentioned ;  because  it  was  not  vowed 
in  danger,  but  given  as  the  outpouring  of  a  devout 
and  grateful  heart,  from  a  sense  of  God's  mercy,  gene- 
ral or  particular.  This  kind  of  peace-offering  was 
not,  indeed,  as  its  name  might  seem  to  import,  left 
entirely  to  the  Israelite  to  give  or  to  withhold.  It 
was  required^  that  he  should  bring  some  free-will 
oflPering  at  all  the  three  great  festivals,  over  and  above 
the  other  stated  peace-offerings.  But  the  amount  was 
regulated  by  his  means  and  inclination.  And  the 
peculiar  beauty  and  acceptableness  of  this  kind  of 
peace-offering  lay  in  its  being,  as  to  its  amount,  spon- 
taneous :  whereas  peace-offerings  of  the  first  kind, 
whether  paschal  lamb,  or  tithes,  were  of  obligation 
both  as  to  the  thing  and  the  quantity.  Though  ac- 
cepted, therefore,  as  acts  of  duteous  homage,  they 
lacked  the  character  of  gifts  properly  free.  And  for 
the  expression  of  this  feeling  it  was  that  the  two 
other  kinds  of  Eucharistic  peace-offerings,  especially 
the  last  described,  were  instituted. 

We  have  now  completed  our  survey  of  the  sacri- 
fices, both  personal  and  congregational,  wont  to 
be  brought  by  Israel  to  the  Altar  of  Continual 
Sacrifice. 

'  Nadah,  from  nadoh,  'to  be  liberal,  free:'  comp.  Ps.  li.  12,  "The 
Spirit  of  liberality"  or  princcliness. 

8  Deut.  xvi.  10  :  "  Thou  shalt  keep  the  feast  of  weeks  . . .  with  the 
tribute  of  ^free-will-offering  of  thine  hand  which  thou  shalt  give,  accord- 
ing as  the  Lord  thy  God  hath  blessed  thee."  lb.  vcr.  10:  "Three 
times  in  a  year  shall  all  thy  males  appear  before  tlic  Lord  thy  God  in 
the  place  whicli  lie  sliall  choose,  .  .  .  and  they  shall  not  oppriir  before 
the  Lord  empli/,  every  man  shall  give  as  he  is  able."  Comp.  2  Cor.  ix.  7. 

T  2 
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On  a  review  of  them,  we  perceive  that  tlic  sacri- 
ficial service  of  a  devout  Israelite,  or  of  the  congrega- 
tion, at  one  of  the  Festivals,  properly  and  strictly 
consisted  of  an  orddned  and  bounden  sacrifice  called 
a  "  Sacrifice  of  Eucharist  or  Thanksgiving  :"  whether 
the  paschal  lamb,  as  at  the  Passover;  or,  both  then 
and  at  the  other  two  feasts,  the  tithe  of  the  flock  or 
of  the  herd,  of  the  corn  and  wine  and  oil;  to  which 
might  be  added  a  sin  or  burnt-offering,  to  give  fuller 
expression  to  the  ideas  involved  in  the  peace-ofiering. 
By  this  sacrifice,  offered  and  ealen  of;  not  off^ered 
only,  or  eaten  of  only,  but  both  offered  and  eaten  of, — 
he  secured  his  position,  and  took  his  part  as  a  priest 
unto  God.  His  action,  moreover,  was  strictly  a  rela- 
tive one.  It  had  no  standing-ground  of  its  own,  but 
relied  absolutely  for  its  virtue  upon  the  great  con- 
tinual Oblation.  This  was  the  case  with  all  peace- 
offerings  (or  quasi-peace-oflferings,  i.e.  victims  sacri- 
ficially  slain  for  food)  from  the  earliest  days;  they 
presupposed  a  burnt- sacrifice.  Much  more  stringently 
was  it  the  law  of  the  Israelite's  peace-offering.  He 
hereby  (1.)  joined  with  the  high-priest  or  priests  in 
presentmy  ?iViA  pleading,  with  thankful  memorial  of  the 
wonders  wrought  by  it,  the  great  Covenant  Sacrifice. 
And  next,  (2.)  he  partook  of  it.  For  the  sacrifice  of 
W'hich  he  literally  ate  was  mystically  united  and  iden- 
tified with  the  other.  Through  the  same  medium,  he 
was  also  mystically  united  and  grafted  into  the  person 
of  the  high-priest  or  priests  who  offered,  by  their  par- 
taking of  the  same  animal.  So  united,  he  both  was 
presented  and  presented  himself  acceptably,  as  being 
in  the  priest  and  in  the  sacrifice,  before  the  Presence. 
He  received,  conveyed  through  these  mysterious  chan- 
nels, the  ever-flowing  benefits  of  the  covenant. 
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Such,  then,  are  the  results,  for  purposes  of  Eucha- 
ristic  illustration,  of  an  examination  of  the  ancient 
sacrifices.  In  a  subject  of  such  magnitude,  it  were 
vain  to  attempt  a  recapitulation.  It  may  suffice,  there- 
fore, to  observe  in  general,  that  a  rigorously  con- 
ducted analysis  of  that  system  has  resulted  in  bearing 
up  and  substantiating,  at  every  point,  the  ancient 
ecclesiastical  conceptions  of  the  Holy  Eucharist.  As 
we  have  glanced  down  the  course  of  ages,  our  eye  has 
rested  on  a  succession  of  august  sacrificial  events ; 
a  widely  spread  tissue  of  sacrificial  usages.  And  in 
the  events  and  usages  alike,  we  discern,  as  in  the 
variously  inclined  facets  of  a  multiplying  mirror,  one 
image  a  thousand  times  repeated ; — and  its  features 
are  those  of  the  Church's  Eucharistic  celebration.  In 
the  offerings  of  Abel  and  of  Noah ;  in  the  universal 
sacrifices  and  sacrificial  feastings  of  the  Gentile  world  ; 
in  the  mystic  action  of  Melchisedec ;  in  the  peculiar 
sacrificial  and  memorial  structure  of  the  patriarchs' 
service  ;  in  the  Passover  deliverance  of  their  seed  ;  in 
the  inaugural  sacrificial  feasting  of  the  Mosaic  eco- 
nomy ;  in  the  various  ways  provided  for  joining  in 
and  partaking  of  its  one  Ofi'eiing,  once  made  and  ever 
renewed ;  in  the  shew-bread ;  in  the  personal  and 
congregational  offerings  of  whatever  class,  though 
specially  in  the  Peace-offerings ; — in  all  these  we  have 
found  this  one  image  repeated.  No  reasonable  doubt 
therefore  can  remain  in  the  mind  of  any  one,  as  to 
what  the  real  and  ordained  nature  of  the  Holy  Eucha- 
rist is :  and  this  antecedently  to  and  apart  from  the 
concurring  testimony  of  the  early  Church. 
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One  or  two  remarks  only  I  would  make,  in  bringing 
this  prolonged  discussion  to  a  close.  The  first  is, 
that  the  view  here  taken  of  the  ancient  system,  of  the 
Mosaic  especially,  as  it  is  unquestionably  far  loftier, 
than  is  commonly  entertained,  so  will  it  doubtless 
appear  to  some  to  be  excessive.  Few,  however,  I 
venture  to  think,  will  deny,  that  if  that  system  is  un- 
duly elevated  here,  it  has  in  time  past  been  unduly 
depreciated.  A  system  of  nominalism,  a  non-natural 
mode  of  interpreting  those  passages  of  the  Old  Testa- 
ment, which  distinctly  ascribe  powers  of  atonement 
and  sanctification  to  the  old  sacrificial  economy,  has 
too  long  prevailed  among  us.  It  has,  I  conceive,  been 
shewn  in  the  preceding  pages,  that  the  frank  accept- 
ance of  all  such  passages  in  their  literal  sense  is  liable 
to  no  such  objections  as  have  been  supposed  to  lie 
against  it ;  and  furnishes,  moreover,  the  true  basis  on 
which  to  rest  an  unanswerable  vindication  of  the 
Church's  ancient  conception  of  the  Sacrificial  Work 
of  Christ. 

Another  remark  is,  that  among  the  results  of  this 
investigation  we  cannot  reckon  the  faintest  trace  or 
intimation  of  any  worship  to  be  paid  to  a  sacrifice. 
This  is  indisputable.  The  worship  is  throughout  pre- 
sented hy  means  of  the  sacrifice,  not  directed  to  it. 
There  is  no  countenance  then,  from  this  quarter  at  least, 
for  the  mediseval  opinion,  lately  re-introduced  by  some 
earnest  minds  among  us,  that  the  supreme  purpose, 
or,  however,  a  very  principal  one,  of  the  Eucharist,  is 
to  provide  in  the  ordained  media  of  the  rite, — the 
consecrated  Elements, — an  object  of  Divine  Worship. 
However  ingeniously  it  has  been  endeavoured  to  in- 
voke the  countenance  of  Fathers  and  liturgies  to  such 
a  view,  it  would  seem  absolutely  fatal  to  it,  that  the 
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ancient  sacrificial  system,  divinely  accredited  to  us  as 
an  exact  type  or  copy  of  the  Gospel  scheme,  gives 
not  the  remotest  hint  of  such  a  feature  as  destined 
to  have  place  in  it. 

But  it  will  perhaps  be  contended  that  this  is  among 
the  number  of  the  things  in  which  the  Old  system 
could  not  justly  mirror  forth  the  New ;  arising  as  it 
does  out  of  the  Divine  Nature  of  the  Gospel  Sacrifice 
and  Priest.  But  to  this  there  is  the  fatal  objection, 
that  St.  Paul,  when  setting  forth  to  the  Hebrews  the 
points  in  which  the  Gospel  sacrificial  system  tran- 
scends that  of  the  Law,  makes  no  mention  of  this  as 
one.  Nor  is  there,  confessedly,  a  single  word  in  the 
New  Testament,  any  more  than  in  the  Old,  of  direc- 
tion or  instruction  to  the  effect  contended  for.  It  is 
purely  a  matter  of  inference ;  an  inference  the  un- 
soundness of  which,  as  well  as  the  fearful  conclu- 
sions which  (by  the  admission  of  the  upholders  of  it 
themselves)  follow  from  it,  has  been  pointed  out 
elsewhere  ^ 

Neither,  again,  does  the  ancient  system,  rightly 
understood,  and  taken  in  conjunction  with  Christ's 
own  ordinance,  lend  any  support  to  another  mediaeval 
habit,  closely  allied  to  the  former  one,  of  taking  part, 
as  it  is  called,  in  the  sacrifice,  without  receiving.  In 
the  old  system,  the  kind  of  offering  which,  and  which 
alone,  was  of  power  to  retain  the  people  in  the  cove- 
nanted estate,  was  the  peace  or  eucharistic  offering. 
This,  offered  and  partaken  of  thrice  a-year  at  least, 
was,  as  has  been  shewn,  the  condition  and  channel 
of  Israelitish  life.  Sin-offerings  and  burnt-offerings 
came  in,  on  these  occasions,  as  the  preparation   for 

''  Sec  Note  at  the  end  of  the  voliuiic  ;  and  above,  Inlrod.  to  Part  1 1 .. 
pp.  142— U5. 
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this,  or  as  an  enhancement  of  it.  It  is  true  they 
might  be  offered  independently.  But  on  what  ground  ? 
as  an  inference  from  the  nature  of  the  peace-offering, 
in  which  they  were  in  kind  contained,  and  by  an 
arbitrary  dissociation  of  its  sacrificial  from  its  recep- 
tive features  ?  No  :  there  were  rules  which  provided 
for  separate  offering.  Now  this  is  exactly  what  there 
is  not  in  the  Gospel  system.  Our  Lord  ordained  but 
one  rite,  and  that  one  Eucharistic :  doubtless  because 
there  was  to  be  but  one  all-containing  service.  And 
whoever  undertakes  to  dissever  what  God  in  that 
rite  has  joined  together,  is  surely  guilty  of  most  un- 
warrantable and  dangerous  presumption. 

It  is  enough  for  us  that  the  Holy  Eucharist  is  all 
that  the  ancient  types  foreshewed  that  it  would  be  : 
that  in  it  we  present  "  memorially,"  yet  truly  and 
with  prevailing  power,  by  the  consecrating  Hands  of 
our  Great  High  Priest,  the  wondrous  Sacrifice  once 
for  all  offered  by  Him  at  the  Eucharistic  Institution, 
consummated  on  the  Cross,  and  ever  since  presented 
and  pleaded  by  Him,  Risen  and  Ascended,  in  Heaven; 
that  our  material  Gifts  are  identified  with  that  awful 
Reality,  and  as  such  are  borne  in  upon  the  Incense 
of  His  Intercession,  and  in  His  Holy  Hands,  into  the 
True  Hohest  Place ;  that  we  ourselves,  therewith,  are 
borne  in  thither  likewise,  and  abide  in  a  deep  mys- 
tery in  the  heavenly  places  in  Christ  Jesus ;  that  thus 
we  have  all  manner  of  acceptance, — sonship,  kingship, 
and  priesthood  unto  God ;  all  our  whole  life,  in  all 
its  complex  action,  being  sanctified  and  purified  for 
such  access,  and  abiding  continually  in  a  heavenly 
sphere  of  acceptableness  and  privilege. — Enough  for 
us,  again,  that  on  the  sacramental  side  of  the  mystery, 
we  who  have  been  thus  privileged  to  give  to  God  of 


SECT.  XX.]       THEORY  OF  EUCHARISTIC  WORSHIP.  281 

His  Own  with  acceptance,  receive  back  from  God  His 
Own  Gift  of  Himself  to  dwell  in  us,  and  we  in  Him ; 
— that  we  thereby  possess  an  evermore  renewed  and 
dedicated  being, — strengthened  with  all  might,  and 
evermore  made  one  with  Him.  Profoundly  rever- 
encing Christ's  peculiar  Presence  in  us  and  around 
us  in  the  celebration  of  such  awful  Mysteries,  we 
nevertheless  take  as  the  watchword  of  our  deeply 
mysterious  Eucharistic  worship,  ''  Sursum  corda ;" 
and,  "  Our  life  is  hid  with  Christ  in  God." 


CHAPTER    11. 

ON    THE    PEIMITITE   FOEM   OF   LITUBGT. 
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Thus  far,  then,  of  the  nature  of  that  Service  and 
Worship  which  the  Church  renders  to  God  through 
Christ  in  the  Holy  Eucharist ;  and  of  the  unspeak- 
able Gift  which  she  receives  thereby.  We  are  next 
to  enquire  concerning  the/or»2  and  manner  in  which 
this  Service  has  been  conducted  from  the  earliest 
times ;  to  contemplate  the  setting  of  the  "  apples  of 
gold  in  pictures  of  silver;" — the  enshrining  of  this 
excellent  deposit  in  forms  and  words,  as  in  caskets 
not  unworthy  of  it. 

And  here  it  is  to  be  observed,  that  we  are,  after 
all,  incapable  of  forming  beforehand  any  conjecture  as 
to  the  form  which  the  actual  administration  of  this 
great  Rite  wc^ld  assume.  The  knowledge  which, 
(as  has  been  shewn  in  the  preceding  chapter)  we 
possess,  through  the  combined  testimonies  of  the 
Scriptures  of  the  Old  and  New  Testament,  as  to  the 
glorious  functions  which  it  was  destined  to  dis- 
charge for  man,  does  not  enable  us  to  conceive  hoio 
it  would  be  celebrated.  No  sooner  do  we  endea- 
vour to  do  so,  than  two  conflicting  conceptions  of 
what  was  likely  to  be  the  case  press  upon  the  mind. 
When  we  contemplate,  on  the  one  hand,  the  vastness 
of  the  work  to  be  accomplished  by  it, — so  infinitely 
loftier  in  its  reach  and  results  than  that  which  was 
committed  to  the  elder  ordinances, — we  cannot  but 
expect  to  find  a  scheme  of  service  prescribed,  hav- 
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ing  something  at  least  of  the  grandeur  of  the  Mosaic 
system.  But  when,  on  the  other  hand,  looking  at 
the  Scriptural  record  of  the  Institution,  we  mark  the 
simplicity  of  the  occasion,  of  the  outward  media,  and 
of  the  language,  made  use  of  by  our  Lord  Himself 
for  celebrating  the  Eite,  we  are  no  less  disposed  to 
look  for  the  utmost  simplicity  of  ritual  in  the  Church's 
way  of  service  from  the  beginning. 

Of  one  thing,  however,  we  might  be  assured,  namely, 
that  there  would  be  continuity''  of  some  sort  be- 
tween the  forms  prescribed  under  the  elder  and  the 
newer  Dispensation.  The  new  formulary  will  be  sure 
to  touch  the  old  at  some  point,  perhaps  at  more 
points  than  one.  Some  familiar  lesson  of  Jewish  lore 
will  furnish  the  point  of  departure  for  the  Christian 
scheme  of  service.  And  what  we  seem  to  need  as  such 
a  point  of  departure, — as  the  model  after  which  our 
Lord  framed  His  Eucharistic  gesture  and  words  at 
the  time,  and  as  the  germ  of  the  liturgical  Services 
afterwards, — is  something  at  once  social  and  sacrificial 
(like  the  heathen  table-sacrifices  and  libations,  spoken 
of  above''),  and  also  closely  connected  with  the  Pass- 
over :  a  household  rite,  yet  an  ecclesiastical  rite  also  ; 
and  capable  of  expanding,  in  due  time,  into  a  Eitual 
for  the  Church  and  Household  of  God. 

Now  though  the  Mosaic  system  proper  provided 
nothing  answering  to  this  description,  yet  there  is 
good  reason  for  believing  that  precisely  such  a  rite, 
and  easily  capable  of  such  development,  was  in  use 
among  the  Jews  of  that  day;  and  that  it  really 
furnished  the  basis,  and  ruled  the  structure,  of  tlio 
Eucharistic  Institution. 

•  See  above,  vol.  i.  p.  00.  ''   TP-  ^f^— "■'>• 
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In  order  that  the  reader  may  clearly  understand 
the  nature  of  this  rite,  it  will  be  necessary  to  go  back 
to  the  early  times  of  the  Jewish  economy. 

It  is  well  known,  then,  that  the  observance  of  the 
Sabbath  is,  in  two  different  places  in  the  old  Law, 
based  on  two  different  grounds.  The  one  is  the  fact 
that  on  that  day  God  ceased  from  the  labours  of 
Creation,  and  blessed  and  sanctified  it :  the  other, 
that  He  had  brought  Israel  out  of  Egypt  with  a 
mighty  hand.  And  though  it  is  not  said  that 
this  latter  event  was  connected  with  the  Sabbath 
Day,  it  is  most  natural  to  conclude  that  such  is 
the  coherence  of  the  commandment.  And  accord- 
ingly the  best  interpreters '^  understand  that  that  deli- 
verance extended  from  Sabbath  to  Sabbath ;  from 
the  14th  of  Nisan  to  the  21st,  Avhen  the  overthrow 
of  Pharaoh  took  place.  This  is  rendered  extremely 
probable  by  the  fact  that  on  the  Sabbath  Day  an 
additional  lamb  was  offered,  morning  and  evening, 
for  the  continual  burnt-offering :  and  that  while  it 
was  being  offered, — at  the  very  hour  of  killing  the 
Passover*^, — they  sang  (so  the  Jews  report)  the  Song 
of  Moses  at  the  Red  Sea;  as  in  the  morning  they 
sang  his  other  similar  Song  from  Deuteronomy.  And 
the  national  belief,  embodied  in  their  existing  ritual, 
is  that  they  passed  safely  through  the  Red  Sea  on  the 
night  of  the  Sabbath,  and  emerged  with  the  next 
morning's  light  on  the  sea-shore. 

The  seventh  day  commemorated,  therefore,  for  Israel, 
a  two-fold  work  of  Divine  Power  and  Love.  And 
this,  as  we  may  remark  by  the  way,  is  doubtless  the 
true  solution  of  the  otherwise  hopelessly  perplexed 
question  of  the  obligation  of  the  Sabbath.     That  the 

"  See  Mede  al.,  ap.  Patrick.  "^  Patrick  on  Numb,  xxviii.  9. 
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seventh  day  was  marked  by  God  from  the  beginnino-, 
as  in  some  way  to  be  honoured  by  man,  no  one,  who 
has  not  suffered  himself  to  be  Winded  by  the  supposed 
difficulties  of  the  case,  can  for  a  moment  doubt.  A 
seventh-day  cycle,  a  habit  of  paying  some  regard  to 
the  number  seven  in  the  reckoning  of  days,  certainly 
existed  from  very  early  times^  And  the  most  natural 
sense  in  which  to  take  the  solemn  words  in  Gen.  ii.  3, 
is  that  God  did,  when  He  had  completed  His  six 
days' work,  pronounce  upon  the  seventh  day  an  effectual 
blessing,  as  He  had  upon  those  works,  and  poured 
out  upon  it,  as  He  had  upon  them,  a  special  measure 
of  His  Presence,  and  made  it  indeed  holy ;  so  that 
that  day  would  abound  thenceforth,  beyond  all  others'", 
with  acceptance  for  man's  religious  service.  The 
name  "  Sabbath"  was  not  yet,  that  we  know  of,  given 
to  it :  nor  was  rest,  or  mere  cessation,  so  much  as 
spiritual  service  and  blessing,  its  prime  characteristic. 
That  it  was  dedicated  to  such  purposes  by  devout 
men,  as  Noah,  Job,  Abraham,  and  the  patriarchs,  is 
most  probable;  perhaps  in  this  latter  case,  as  has 
been  before  conjectured,   by  the  weekly  offering  of 

•  The  instances  of  Noah,  of  Laban,  of  eighth-day  circumcision,  and  of 
the  classical  and  Saxon  week-days,  are  sufficient  proof  of  this.  It  is 
certain,  too,  that  the  IsracHtes  observed  or  knew  of  a  seventh  day,  though 
not  by  the  name  or  in  the  character  of  a  Sabbath,  before  they  came  out 
of  Egypt.  For  not  only  is  it  significantly  said  "  seven  days  were  accom- 
plished," (words  which  imply  a  cycle,  St. Luke  ii.  21,  Acts  ii.  1,)  "after 
the  Lord  had  smitten  the  river"  (Exod.  vii.  25),  but  we  read  of  thc-ir 
going  out  on  the  sixth  day  to  gather  manna.  What  made  it  to  be  the 
"  sixth,"  if  there  was  no  cycle  existing  ?  It  was  on  that  occasion,  t  ho 
very  first  week  of  tlicir  freedom,  that  it  was  announced  as  a  new  tiling, 
"To-morrow  is  tlie  rest  of  the  Holy  Sauhath  unto  tlic  Lord."  Thus 
the  observance  was 7?r*/ made  known  in  its  character  of  liaving  a  dimbic 
portion  of  "spiritual  meat"  (1  Cor.  x.  2) ;  and  afterwards  embodied  in 
tlie  fourth  commandment. 

'  See  above,  p.  200. 
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a  lamb.  But  when  Israel  came  out  of  Egypt,  and 
a  more  sternly-imposed  ritual  was  given  to  them,  the 
ancient  seventh  day  of  free  and  voluntary  observation 
was,  in  a  corresponding  manner,  straitened  into  the 
awful  and  penally-binding  "  Rest-day"  or  Sabbath 
of  Him  Who  had  brought  them  out  of  Egypt.  He 
would  have  them  to  understand  that  that  act  w^as 
a  work  of  Divine  might,  physical  and  spiritual,  second 
only,  or  even  equal  to^,  that  six  days'  Creation,  after 
which  He  mysteriously  "rested  and  was  refreshed." 
This  is  a  great  mystery.  But  so  far  as  the  six  days' 
work  of  Creation  w^as  a  vindication  of  the  Divine  Will 
against  opposing  spiritual  enmities^,  as  doubtless  it 
was ;  in  that  proportion  would  it  bear  the  semblance 
of  a  toil,  though  a  victorious  one.  And  such  too, 
and  perhaps  in  a  greater  degree,  is  the  aspect  of  the 
deliverance  out  of  Egypt.  Each,  therefore,  would  be 
followed  by  "  rest ;"  and,  since  the  casting  out  of  evil 
is  a  joy  to  the  Holy  One,  by  "refreshment."  And  to 
be  wanting  in  sympathy  with  that  Divine  Eest,  was 
really  ungratefully  to  undervalue  and  dishonour  the 
mighty  salvation  of  which  it  was  the  memorial.  Along 
with  the  fearful  Presence  which  had  wrought  their 
deliverance,  they  were  to  respect  the  Day  on  which  it 
had  taken  place;  "Ye  shall  keep  My  Sabbaths,  and 
reverence  My  Sanctuary;  I  am  the  Lord." 

From  this  point  of  view,  then,  the  Sabbath  was 
a  perpetual  weekly  memorial  of  the  deliverance  out 
of  Egypt,  as  the  Passover  was  the  yearly  memorial 
of  it :  exactly  as  is  the  case  now  with  our  Sunday 
and  Easter-Day  in  reference  to  Christ's  Resurrection. 
And  this  being  so,  nothing  is  more  likely,  than  that 

s  Tids  seems  to  be  the  conneetion  of  vers.  12 — 17  of  Exod.  xxxi. 
''  See  the  Christian  Remembrancer,  July,  1861,  "Biblical  Cosmogony." 
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thankful  acknowledgment  of  that  deliverance  should 
be  found  stamped  in  some  way  upon  the  public  rites, 
and  even  upon  the  more  private  religious  practices, 
of  the  Jewish  Sabbath.  We  have,  accordingly,  just 
.noticed  one  fairly-attested  instance  of  this.  The  double 
burnt-offering  of  the  Sabbath  marks  a  double  comme- 
moration. And  the  nature  of  the  addition, — a  lamb, 
with  its  canticle  concerning  the  Exodus, — bespeaks  it 
as  a  Passover  memory  that  is  superadded. — The  shew- 
bread  is  undoubtedly  another  instance.  The  corn, 
wine,  and  oil  of  the  land  which  God  had  given  them  as 
on  that  day  of  deliverance, — (for  the  passage  of  the  Red 
Sea  was  virtually'  the  bringing  of  them  into  their  pro- 
mised land), — were  therein  sacrificially  presented  and 
partaken  of  every  Sabbath. — But  there  is  yet  another 
rite,  both  domestic  and  public,  which  bears  this  cha- 
racter more  distinctly  still,  and  whose  antiquity,  modern 
Jewish  practice,  countersigned  by  certain  intimations 
of  Holy  Writ,  seems  sufficiently  to  vouch  for. 

It  is,  first  of  all,  a  matter  of  reasonable  inference 
from  the  New  Testament,  that  the  Jews  of  that  day 
used  certain  "graces,"  or  "benedictions  and  giving 
of  thanks"  at  their  ordinary  meals.  To  this  practice 
of  theirs  may  be  traced,  without  hesitation,  the  bene- 
dictions employed  by  our  Lord  Himself  at  the  feasts 
with  which  He  miraculously  fed  the  multitudes.  He 
elevated  on  those  occasions,  we  cannot  doubt,  the 
customary  "  grace"  of  the  Jews,  into  an  instrument 
of  extraordinary  benediction.     The  forms  in  which 

'  Exod.  XV.  13—17 :  "Thou  hast  led  forth  the  people  wliieh  Tliou  hast 
redeemed :  Thou  hast  f/uided  them  iu  Tliy  strength  to  Tliy  holy  iiabita- 
tiou.  .  .  .  Thou  shalt  brmg  tlicm  in,  and  place  them  iu  the  mouutuiu  of 
Thine  inheritance," — i.e.  the  laud. 

^  Itenaudot,  Lit.  Oriental. 
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these  acts  of  household  or  social  religion  were  cast, 
are,  we  may  venture  to  assume,  (at  least  in  their  out- 
line,) known  to  us  from  the  tradition  of  ancient  Jewish 
writers,  joined  to  the  coincident  practice  of  the  Jews 
at  this  day.  They  were  not  solitary,  but  responsive ; 
and  a  separate  "  grace"  was  said  over  certain  kinds 
of  meat  or  drink,  especially  over  bread  and  wine.  But 
on  the  eve  of  every  Sabbath  the  ordinary  "grace"  rose 
to  the  dignity  of  a  domestic  sacrifice.  "  On  that 
occasion,"  says  a  modern  writer^,  "  at  supper,  the 
master  of  the  family  says  grace  with  a  cup  of  wine  in 
his  right  hand"",  and  his  left  resting  on  two  loaves  of 
bread,  covered  with  a  napkin :"  the  two  loaves  being 
thus  placed  on  the  Sabbath  morning  also.  After  the 
supper  they  sing  certain  songs  of  praise.  Now  as 
to  the  origin  and  significance  of  this  rite,  the  modern 
Jews  are  but  imperfectly  informed.  "  The  two  loaves," 
they  say,  "  are  in  remembrance  of  the  double  portion 
of  heavenly  bread  or  manna  which  they  gathered  every 
Friday,  and  partook  of  on  that  day  and  the  Sabbath, 
in  the  wilderness."  This  is,  in  itself,  most  probable. 
But  the  rite  has  also  an  undoubted  connection  not 
only  with  the  manna,  but  with  the  shew-bread.  It 
has  been  long  ago  observed"  that  the  quantity  of  flour 
in  each  of  the  twelve  shew-bread  loaves,  was  exactly 
the  same  as  the  "  double  portion"  which  each  man 
was  to  gather  on  the  sixth  day  and  eat  on  that  day  and 
the  Sabbath,  viz.  two  omers  or  tenth  parts  ("  tenth 

'  From  "The  Book  of  Religion,  Ceremonies,  and  Prayers  of  the 
Jews,  as  practised  in  their  Synagogues  and  families  on  all  occasions." 
Translated  from  the  Hebrew  by  Gamaliel  Ben  Pedahzur. 

»  Comp.  Hab.  ii.  16  :  "The  Cup  of  the  Lord's  Right  Hand."  Ps.  xvi. 
5,  11 :  "  The  Lord  is  my  allotted  portion  (of  food)  and  my  cup  \  .  .  .in 
Thy  Right-Hand  (LXX.  and  Vulg.)  are  pleasures  for  evermore." 

"  See  Lightfoot  and  Patrick  on  Lev.  xxiv.  5. 
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deals,"  Lev.  xxiv.  5)  of  an  epliali.  The  sliew-bread, 
therefore,  was  to  the  priests  in  the  sanctuary*'  what 
the  manna  was  to  all  Israel :  their  supernatural  food, 
received  for  a  perpetnal  memorial  of  their  seventh-day 
deliverance ;  and  a  mode  of  maintaining  sacrament- 
ally  their  mysterious  relations  to  God.  Both  these  kin- 
dred ordinances,  at  the  first,  went  on  together.  The 
manna  was  received  personally  by  every  Israelite  ;  the 
shew-bread  representatively  by  the  priests  for  all. 
Would  there  not  arise,  then,  some  sense  of  loss,  when 
the  "  spiritual  meat"  of  the  manna  ceased  on  their 
entering  the  land,  unless  some  corresponding  mode 
of  weekly  religious  and  spiritual  participation  were 
substituted?  Now  in  the  domestic  rite  above  de- 
scribed, two  loaves  (corresponding  to  the  two  rows  of 
shew-bread,  and  covered'^  like  them)  are  blessed  and 
dedicated  to  God,  on  the  Sabbath  eve  and  morning, 
w^ith  the  accompaniment  of  Avine.  This  may  well  have 
been  from  the  first  recognised  as  a  substitute  for  the 
manna;  and  as  a  means  by  which  the  laity  in  their 
households,  as  the  priests  in  the  mystery  of  the  shew- 
bread,  performed  a  weekly  act  of  Passover  memorial 
and  reception.  Indeed,  it  is  infinitely  probable  that 
mani/  details  of  Jewish  household'^  life  and  religion 

"  Exod.  xl.  23.  The  shew-bread  was  doubtless  continued,  with  the 
other  ordinances,  during  the  forty  years.  It  is  a  mistake  to  suppose 
tliat  the  Israelites  had  not  wherewithal  to  oficr  sacrifice  and  to  furnish 
the  shew-bread  in  the  wilderness :  they  had  very  numerous  flocks  and 
herds;  and  some  parts  of  the  peninsula  are  very  fertile,  and  niigiit  bo 
cultivated  at  iuteiTals,  as  now  by  the  Ijcdouius.  Sec  Kalibch  ou  Exod. 
x.vi.  2. 

P  See  the  commentators  on  Exod.  xxv.  29. 

'  It  is  at  least-worth  mentioning  as  an  illustration,  that  the  Jewish 
custom  is  for  the  women  to  "consecrate"  tlic  dough  which  tlicy  prepare 
for  the  Sabbath  or  any  holy  day,  by  pulling  off — it  mu-st  not  l)c  oul,  lest 
the  unity  of  the  lump  be  violated — a  piece  or  "cake"  of  dough,  of  iho 

U 
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wvve  roguliitcd  by  Divine  direction  or  counsel,  though 
only  the  more  public  ritual  is  recorded. 

Here,  then,  we  have  exactly  such  a  basis  as  we 
need  for  our  Lord's  Eucharistic  and  sacrificial  action 
of  blessing  bread  and  loine  at  an  evening  meal,  or 
supper,  with  profound  reference  to  mysteries  of  de- 
liverance and  salvation,  corresponding  to  those  of 
the  Passover. 

And  now,  what  w^re  the  words  of  the  "  grace" 
used  on  this  occasion?  Combining  the  forms  used 
before  and  after  partaking,  which  in  reality  form  one 
ritual,  we  have  the  following  formula  :  — 

If  there  are  ten  men,  or  at  lowest  three,  at  the  table,  (thus 
constituting  the  household  a  little  church'',)  one  saj's,  "Blessed 
art  Thou,  0  Lord  God,  King  of  the  world,  that  hast  brought 
forth  hread  from  the  earth."  And  again,  "who  hast  created  the 
fruit  of  tlie  vine.''  deader.  "  Let  us  give  thanks  to  God,  of 
"Whose  food  we  have  eaten.  Ans.  Blessed  is  our  God  of  Whose 
food,  &c.     Header.  Blessed  is  He  Who  feedeth  all  the  world 

size  of  an  olive.  A  grace  is  said  meauwliile, — "  Blessed  art  Tliou  who 
hast  commanded  us  to  separate  the  cake :"  which  is  thrown  into  the 
lire.  Now  this,  which  at  first  sight  is  a  mere  superstition,  is  1.  exactly 
consonant  with  the  universal  Gentile  custom  above  described,  (p.  84,) 
and  2.  seems  to  be  the  hteral  and  legitimate  carrying  out  of  a  Mosaic 
household  law,  Kumb.  xv.  17 :  "  When  ye  eat  the  bread  of  the  land, 
ye  shall  offer  up  a  heave-offering  unto  the  Lord ;  a  cake  of  the  first  of 
your  dough  for  a  heave-offermg."  The  heave-offerings,  it  is  true,  were 
due  to  the  priests,  but  they  were  said  to  be  "reserved  from  the  fire," 
(Numb,  xviii.  9) ;  and  this  may  have  been  allowed  as  an  alternative  :  as 
in  the  case  of  the  siu-ofi'ering,  (above,  p.  24S).  This,  and  not  Lev.  xxiii. 
10,  is  sm-ely  what  St.  Paul  alludes  to,  K-om.  xi.  16,  "If  the  first-fruits 
be  holy,  the  '  lump'  also  is  holy :"  see  1  Cor.  v.  7.  It  will  be  observed 
that  the  command  of  God  is  boldly  claimed  for  this  ceremony.  There  is 
a  hke  "  grace,"  rested  on  a  Divine  command,  said  by  women  when  they 
light  "  a  lamp  with  seven  wicks"  for  the  Sabbath.  Siu-ely  this  again 
is  a  sanctification  and  presenting  of  light  to  God,  hke  that  of  the  Seven- 
fold  Candlestick.  See  Pedahzur,  2S5;  6, 

"■  St.  Matt,  xviii.  20;  1  Tim.  ii.  S  :  "I  will  that  the  fuen  pray  every- 
where," &c. 
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with  His  goodness.  Ans.  For  His  mercy,"  &:c. :  and  so  on 
responsively  for  three  stanzas.  Reader.  "  AVe  will  give  praise 
to  Thee  for  that  Thou  hast  made  our  fathers  inherit  the  good 
land,  and  for  that  Thou  hast  brought  us  out  of  the  land  of  Egypt, 
and  from  the  house  of  bondage ;  and  for  the  covenant,  and  for 
Thy  law,  and  Thy  statutes,  and  for  the  life,  favour,  and  grace 
with  which  Tliou  hast  favoured  us."  Then,  on  the  Sabbath  or 
its  eve,  "  It  was  Thy  pleasure  to  make  it  a  resting- day  for  us, 
and  that  there  should  be  no  afflictions  or  groanings  on  it  (as 
in  Egypt);"  and  on  festivals  (as  e.g.  on  the  Passover  days), 
followed,  "0  our  God,  let  it  (the  burnt-sacrifice)  ascend  and  be 
seen,  and  accepted,  and  heard,  and  be  thought  on,  and  be  remem- 
bered in  remembrance  of  us,  and  of  oui'  fathers,  and  in  remem- 
brance of  the  Anointed  Messiah  the  Son  of  David.  Eememberus 
0  Lord  on  this  day  for  our  good."     Congr.  Amen. 

Now  this  is,  as  far  as  it  goes,  fully  to  our  purpose. 
It  is  at  ouce  a  thankful  memorial  of  Passover  deliver- 
ance, and  a  means  of  preseuting  or  pleading  the  con- 
tinual burnt-sacrifice  of  the  nation ;  both  performed 
at  a  social  evening  meal,  and  through  the  medium  of 
bread  and  loine  offered  and  partaken  of.  It  miglit 
well  therefore  furnish  the  basis  of  our  Lord's  Euclia- 
ristic  Action  in  every  particular.  When  our  Lord, 
anticipating  by  one  day  the  customary  action  of  the 
Sabbath  and  Passover  Eve — (in  that  year  it  would  be 
a  double  Passover  Eve,  weekly  and  annual,  "  for  that 
Sabbath  Day  was  an  high  Day,") — "  took  bread  and 
wine"  and  by  His  gesture  invited  the  twelve  to  take 
part  in  a  "grace,"  or  act  of  "blessing  and  thanks- 
giving" {evXoy-qcrag,  (vxapicmqcras)  familiar  to  them 
as  to  its  form,  but  speaking  here  of  another  Deliver- 
ance and  a  worthier  Sacrifice; — they  were  not  with- 
out a  key  to  His  meaning.  It  will  be  observed,  I.  that 
the  Apostolic  company  fulfilled,  though  it  barely  ex- 
ceeded, the  traditional  requirement  for  being  a  Church 
complete  in  itself:  and  that  as  such  a  Church  they  aro 

V  2 
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pointedly  treated  by  our  Lord'.  2.  That  the  "grace" 
above  cited,  beginning  with  general  and  temporal 
benefits,  proceeds  to  particular  and  more  spiritual 
ones,  as  the  Church's  Consecration  Prayers  after- 
wards did.  3.  That  it  makes  special  mention  of  the 
Old  Covenant,  as  our  Lord  did  of  the  New.  4.  That 
the  "  memorial"  made  had  a  threefold  aspect :  looking 
backward  to  the  great  deliverance,  but  also  referring 
to  the  continual  sacrifice  then  going  on  ;  and  looking 
forward  to  the  coming  of  the  Messiah.  It  had  there- 
fore a  perfect  analogy  to  the  Christian  Eucharist  con- 
sidered as  1.  thankfully  making  memorial  of  the 
Lord's  Death;  and  2.  pleading  and  presenting  it 
before  God ;  and  that,  too,  3.  "  until  His  coming 
again."  So  that  while  we  are  miable  to  say  what 
were  the  actual  words  used  by  our  Lord,  we  can  easily 
conceive  how  His  "  blessing  and  giving  of  thanks," 
duly  modified  from  this  one,  would  intimate  another 
and  better  Passover  and  Burnt-offerivrj.  And  thus, 
as  far  as  concerns  the  words  of  Institution,  this  do- 
mestic rite  yields  a  very  sufficient  account  of  the 
Form  employed  by  our  Lord. 

But  the  Church's  Eucharistic  ritual  is  very  far  from 
being  confined  to  the  words  of  Institution ;  and  we 
naturally  enquire  further,  whether  any  clue  can  be 
obtained  to  its  wonderfully  uniform  structure  from 
any  other  parts  of  our  Lord's  language  and  action  on 
that  memorable  night ;  and  whether  these  again  were 
still  based  upon  Jewish  ritual.  And  for  satisfaction  on 
this  head,  we  turn  from  the  social  rite  just  examined 
to  a  closely  kindred  one  of  a  more  public  nature, 
attached  by  immemorial  usage  to  the  selfsame  even- 
ing of  the  week.  I  mean  the  Sabbath  Eve  Service  of 
•  St.  John  xviL 
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ilie  Synagogue.  The  attention  of  the  reader  is  espe- 
cially rennested  to  the  order  of  service  of  that  evcninn^ 
which  will  be  detailed  in  the  next  Section. 


SECTION  11. 

In  the  Jewish  Synagogue,  then,  the  Service  of  the 
Friday  evening,  as  an  evening,  being  ended,  that  of 
the  Sabbath  Eve,  as  such,  commences  as  follows : — 

1.  Psalms  xcv. — xcix.,  adding  xcii.  as  a  Sabbath  Psalm,  xciii. 
as  a  canticle,  and  ending  with  Psalm  xxix.,  for  the  sake  of  the 
"words  "The  Lord  shall  give  His  people  the  blessing  oi peaces 

2.  A  prayer  of  thanksgiving  for  the  creation  of  the  evening 
and  the  night,  and  a  commemoration  of  the  law  and  the  covi- 
mandments,  and  God's  everlasting  love,  which  they  promise  not 
to  forget  for  ever. 

3.  A  prayer  for  acceptance  of  the  evening  hurnt-ojfering : 
"  Our  God  be  pleased  with  our  evening  offering :  sanctify  us  in 
Thy  commandments,  and  make  clean  our  hearts  to  serve  Thee 
with  faithfulness.  Let  it  be  constantly  acceptable,  the  service 
of  Israel  Thy  people." 

4.  The  Blessing  from  Numb.  vi.  24,  in  reference  to  the  sacri- 
fice, "  Our  God  bless  us  with  the  blessings  that  are  three  times 
written  in  this  law,  from  the  mouth  of  Aaron  and  his  sons,  the 
priests  of  His  holy  people,  as  is  said, 

"The  Lord  bless  thee  and  keep  thee."  Ans.  "It  is  His 
will.     Amen." 

"The  Lord  make  His  Face,"  &c.     Ans.  Id. 

"The  Lord  lift  up,  &c.,  and  (/itJe  ^7?ee^:)e«C(?."     Ans.  Id. 

5.  Prayer  in  reference  to  this  peace  : — 

"  0  grant  peace,  goodness  and  blessings,  favour  and  compassion 
unto  us  and  unto  all  the  children  of  Israel,  Thy  People. — Plesa 
us  0  our  Father,  all  as  one,  with  the  light  of  Thy  Pace ;  for 
Thou  hast  given  unto  us,  0  Lord  our  Cod,  the  law  of  Ufe  and 
the  love  of  grace  and  righteousness,  and  peace  :  and  it  was  agree- 
able in  Thine  eyes  to  bless  Thy  people  at  all  times  and  ut  all 
hours  with  Thy  peace\" 

•  This  is  a  comhiiiation  of  the  morning  and  evrniiij,'  imiycrH  for  peftce: 
curionsly  corresponding  with  the  ^V(;.stc.•rn  cullecls  on  tiiaf  sul)jcct. 
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G.  After  this  the  reader  fairs  a  cup  of  wine,  and  holding  it  in 
his  right  hand,  sings  the  following  blessing,  called  "the  Conse- 
cration:" "ISlessed  art  Thou  0  Lord  God,  King  of  the  world, 
AVho  hast  created  the  fruit  of  the  vine  ...  He  hath  made  us 
inherit  it  on  the/;-s^  day  of  Hie  loeeh'"  (this  is  very  remarkable  as 
a  recognition  of  Sunday  under  the  law),  "for  that  was  the  first 
day  of  calling  anything  holy.  0  remember  the  ffoing  out  of  Egypt, 
for  of  us  didst  Thou  then  make  choice,  and  the  sahbath,  Tliy 
holiness.  Thou  didst  make  us  to  inherit."  (N.B.  This  same 
"consecration"  was  said^  at  the  Passover  by  the  master  of  the 
family  and  the  rest  in  concert.  The  synagogue  service  was 
therefore,  in  respect  of  these  words,  an  extract  from  the  Pass- 
over ritual.) 

7.  After  this  consecration,  the  reader  tastes  tJie  wine  in  the 
cup  (comp.  the  Gentile  usage  at  sacrifices,  above,  p.  87)  and 
gives  the  remainder  of  the  wine  to  the  little  children,  while  he 
again  sings  the  consecration,  to  which  the  congregation,  led  by 
the  reader,  thus  respond  : — 

"  It  is  meet  for  us  to  praise  the  Lord  of  the  universe ;  and  we 
do  praise,  bless,  and  worship,  and  confess  or  give  thanks'^,  before 
the  King  of  kings :  .  .  .  the  seat  of  His  glory  is  in  the  heaven 
above  ...  in  the  height  of  the  uppermost  heavens.  "Whierefore 
we  do  hope  unto  Thee.  Lord  our  God,  all  the  inhabitants  of  the 
world  shall  know  and  shall  partake  of  the  yoke  of  Thy  kingdom, 
and  Thou  shalt  reign  over  them''." 

8.  Then  an  orphan  proceeds,  "He  shall  be  magnified  and 
sanctified;"  or  (to  enlarge  out  of  the  Morning  Office^),  "AVe 
will  sanctify  Thy  I^ame  in  the  world,  as  they  do  sanctify  it  in 
heaven  above :  we  will  sanctify  Thee  in  the  mystical  words  of 

"  Jewish  Services,  Pedahzur,  p.  51. 

*  Compare  the  Gloria  in  Excelsis,  "  We  praise  Thee,  we  bless  Thee, 
we  worship  Thee,  we  give  tlianks  to  Thee ;"  .  .  .  and  S.  Poljcarp,  aUw 

2f,  ev\o-ySi  Se,  5o|ai'co  2e.   Martyr.  C.  13. 

y  Comp.  theTTestern  Canon,  after  the  Tersanctus :  "Wherefore  we  pray 
Thee  for  Thy  Holy  Universal  Chui-ch,  wliich  mayst  Thou  keep,  unite, 
and  reign  over."  So  St.  Paul,  after  giving  glory  "to  the  Kiug  eternal,  in- 
visible" .  .  .  desires  "  first  of  all  supplications  and  prayers,  &c.  to  be  made 
for  all  men;  ...  for  that  God  will  have  all  ruen  to  be  saved,  and  to  come 
to  the  knowledge  of  the  truth." 

'  Pedahziu',  p.  158. 
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the  Seraphim,  as  it  is  written  by  the  Prophet;"  (or,  "and  one 
cried  to  another  and  said"  .  .  .) 

All.  "Holt,  Holy,  Holt,  (al.  is  the)  Lord  of  Hosts,  the 
(al.  whole)  earth  is  full  of  His  glory." 

(The  congregation  rise  upon  tiptoe  three  times,  and  repeat  the 
words  "Holy,"  &c.  Compare  Siirsum  corda.) 

Ans.  "Blessed  is  the  Lord  out  of  His  placed"  &o. 

Now  it  will  not  be  difficult  to  shew  that  in  this 
Sabbath  Eve  Service  of  the  Jewish  Synagorjue,  viewed 
in  its  character  of  a  iveeUy  memorial  of  the  Passover 
and  the  Exodus,  we  have  1.  the  basis  of  our  Lord's 
entire  action  and  discourse  at  the  Last  Supper ;  and 
2.  the  scheme  or  frame-work  upon  which  the  Liturgy 
of  the  Church,  following  iu  the  track  of  Christ's 
Action,  was  constructed. 

But  before  proceeding  to  shew  this  in  detail,  it  will 
be  well  to  point  out  that,  though  it  is  from  the 
modern^  Jewish  Synagogue  that  we  derive  our  know- 
ledge of  the  existence  of  such  rites,  either  domestic  or 
public,  as  are  here  described,  there  are  passages  of  the 

*Jt  may  be  added  in  the  way  of  illustration,  1.  that  the  liabit  of 
dwehiug  ou  the  worship  of  God  by  the  lujaveuly  hosts,  as  an  argument 
and  pattern  of  earthly  praise,  is  by  no  means  peculiar  to  this  service. 
It  is  probable  that  it  found  a  place  iu  Jewish  worship  from  the  time 
that  the  fact  was  made  known  by  vision  to  Isaiah  (vi.  3),  or  soon  after ; 
and  we  find  it  actually  in  use  in  Nch.  ix.  6,  "  The  host  of  licaven  wor- 
shippcth  Thee,"  followed  by  a  long  prayer  commemorating  the  Exodus 
and  other  national  mercies.  And  2.  tliat  the  cup  of  wine,  with  its 
blessing,  forms  a  prominent  part  of  i\\(i  yearly  Passover  service  as  tradi. 
tionally  preserved  (Mishua,  Treatise  Pesachim,  eh.  x.) ;  which  also  cou- 
tahis  the  remarkable  foraiula,  "  It  is  meet  for  us,  and  our  boundcn  duly, 
to  thaidc,  praise,  adore,  glorify,  extol,  honoui',  bless,  exalt,  and  reverence 
Him  who,"  &c. 

^  Renaudot,  Liturg.  Orient,  i.  229,  observes  that  "the  footsteps  of 
the  Tersandus,  to  say  tlie  least,  are  found  iu  the  old  i)rayers  of  tin: 
Jews  fscc  the  form  above);  tlic  antiiiuily  of  which,  as  the  learned  are 
aware,  is  very  great;  and  if  we  except  a  few,  all  the  best  have  bceii. 
handed  down  from  tlie  old  Synagogue :  so  that  they  nuiy  well  have  some 
afiLnily  to  the  first  prayers  of  the  Christians." 


296  THE  PRINCIPLES  or  DIVINE  SERVICE.      [cilAP.  II. 

Old  Testament  which  fall  in  with  it  and  even  require 
it,  as  making  mention  of  "  a  cup,"  and  "  a  cup  of 
Avinc,"  in  a  sacrificial  connection.  Thus  David,  while 
rejecting  the  drink-offerings  of  the  heathen,  says  that 
"  the  Lord  is  the  portion  (of  food)  which  he  has  in- 
herited, and  his  cup  /'  that  "  he  will  receive  the  ci/jj 
of  salvation,  and  pay  his  vows  in  the  presence  of  all 
the  people."  It  is  vainly  contended"  that  all  this  is 
metaphorical.  Hosea,  again ^,  speaks  of  "offering 
wine"  to  the  Lord,  as  a  separate  thing.  Now  reasons 
have  been  already  given  for  believing  that  wine  was 
presented  and  drunk  by  the  priests  as  a  part  of  the 
shew-bread  ceremonial ;  and  these  passages  seem 
equally  to  recognise  the  practice  for  the  laity.  These 
allusions  to  a  sacrificial  cup  greatly  countenance  the 
supposition  here  made  as  to  the  ancient  date  of  this 
domestic  and  conoiregational  rituaP. 

It  may  be  added,  that  there  is  a  considerable  pre- 
sumption that  the  Sabbath  eve  rite  of  the  Syna- 
gogue reflected  the  action  and  language  of  the  Temple 
Sacrificial  Service  of  the  Sabbath  ;  especially  that  of 
the  Shew-bread  and  the  peace-offering.  For  1.  The 
Psalms  are  exactly  complementary^  to  those  which, 

'  Hengstenberg  ia  loc. 

^  Hos.  ix.  4. 

*  The  earliest  distinct  meution  of  a  cup  as  actually  offered  at  a  sacri- 
fee,  is  in  the  apociy^jhal  writing  called  the  3rd  of  Maccabees,  vi.  27, 
•where  the  Jews  in  Egypt,  at  a  feast  in  memory  of  their  deliverance  from 
Ptolemy  Philopater  (b.c.  213)  are  said  to  have  "offered  the  cup  of  sal- 
vation," Kwdaiva  aariipiov  (TvaT-qffdiJiivoi.  The  3rd  Macc.  is  recognised  in 
the  Apost.  Can.  as  scripture,  and  is  anciently  quoted  as  such  by  the 
Greeks.  This  proves  its  antiquity,  though  it  is  now  agreed  that  it  is 
spuiious.  Grotius  thinks  it  is  as  old  as  Ecclesiasticus.  See  Calmet 
ill  vv.  "  coupe"  and  "  Maccabees." 

'  See  vol.  i.  note  B,  p.  402.  If  we  take  in  the  Psalm  there  set  down 
for  Wednesday  (xciv.),  we  have  the  entire  cycle  from  xci. — xcix. 
Psalms  xcii.  and  xciii.  are  also  appointed  for  Friday  and  Saturday. 
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according  to  a  Jewish  tradition  believed  to  be  well 
founded,  were  used  by  the  Levites  on  the  snecessive 
days  of  the  week  at  the  burnt-offering.  2.  There  is 
a  prayer  for  the  acceptance  of  the  evening  burnt- 
offering,  which  may  well  have  been  borrowed  from 
the  Temple.  3.  The  Aaronic  blessing  here  prayed 
for,  was,  we  can  hardly  doubt,  used  continually  before 
both  the  morning  and  evening  sacrifices,  as  it  was  at 
the  inaugural  ones^.  4.  There  is  on  record''  a  prayer 
alleged  to  have  been  used  at  the  sacrifices  offered  by 
Nehemiah  and  Ezra  at  the  rebuilding  of  the  Temple ; 
and  this,  as  far  as  it  goes,  closely  resembles  in  ex- 
pression these  synagogue  prayers.- — ^Tliese  are  not 
sufficient  data,  it  is  true,  for  reconstructing  the  lost 
verbal  ritual  of  the  Temple  sacrifices  :  but  they  justify 
the  behef  that  this  part  of  the  Synagogue  worship 
may  have  stood  in  the  same  relation  to  the  regular 
Sacrificial  Service,  as  our  own  abridged  Office,  when 
there  is  no  celebration,  stands  to  the  Communion 
Office  itself;  or  as  the  similar  abridgments  in  use 
throughout  the  East  do  to  the  Eastern  Liturgy.  And 
it  is  deeply  interesting  to  perceive  that,  according  to 
this  view,  our  Lord's  Eucharistic  Action  approximated 
(we  cannot  say  in  what  degree)  to  the  actual  Sacri- 
ficial Service  of  the  Temple.  Eor  this  circumstance 
at  once  invests  the  simple  Ilite  of  the  Last  Supper 
with  all  that  loftiness  of  sacrificial  position  which  is 
claimed  for  it  by  the  belief  of  the  Church  Universal. 
It  would  then  be  a  matter  of  legitimate  growth  and 
development,  that  the  Service  should  clothe  itself  with 
that  greater  fulness  of  contour,  yet  wilhout  laying 
aside  the  primary  framework,  which  wc  discern  in 
the  Liturgy  of  the  Church. 

»  Lev.  ix.  22,  23.  ••  2  Mace.  i.  2 1— 30. 
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But  it  may  be  asked,  if  our  Lord's  Eucliaristic  Ac- 
tion was  thus  based  on  the  Sabbath  Eve  Service,  viewed 
as  a  weekly  Passover  memorial,  in  what  relation  did 
it  stand  to  the  yearJij  Passover  feast  itself,  with  which 
it  so  closely,  in  point  of  time,  coincided  ?  Now  this 
point,  it  is  well  known,  is  involved  in  much  perplexity. 
The  difficulty  is,  that  while  the  first  three  Evangelists 
seem  to  say  that  our  Lord  ate  the  Mosaic  Passover 
with  His  disciples  on  the  Thursday  evening,  St.  John 
says  most  distinctly  that  the  Jew^s  would  not  enter 
into  the  judgment-hall  the  next  day,  lest  they  should 
be  defiled,  and  so  hindered  from  eating  it.  And 
again,  that  the  supper  was  on  the  "preparation"  or 
Passover-eve ;  and  that  the  transactions  of  that  night 
took  place  "before  the  feast  of  the  Passover \"  This 
is  so  strong  and  clear  that  we  must  needs  reject, 
as  wdiolly  untenable,  the  supposition,  popularly  and 
vaguely  entertained,  that  the  Passover  lambs  for  the 
v.'hole  nation  had  been  slain  on  the  afternoon  of 
Maundy  Thursday,  and  that  our  Lord  and  the  dis- 
ciples, at  the  "  Supper,"  partook  of  the  lamb  with 
which  they  had  provided  themselves.  Bat  then  the 
difficulty  is  to  explain  how  it  comes  to  pass  that  lan- 
guage so  nearly  ajojjroachiny  to  an  assertion  that  the 
Passover  lamb  was  partaken  of  by  them,  is  used  both 
by  the  Evangelists  and  by  our  Lord  Himself?  And 
much  ingenuity  has  been  expended  in  the  endeavour 
either  L  to  reduce  the  stren2;th  of  this  lans-uao-e,  or 
2.  to  find  a  sense  in  which  our  Lord  may  have  eaten 
a  Passover  in  the  preceding  evening,  whether  by  anti- 
cipation, or  in  a  spiritual  sense,  or  the  like  ^ 

'  Chap,  xviii.  28,  xiii,  1. 

''  See  the  masterly  dissertatiou  of  Deyling,  Obss.  Saer.  i.  51,  "  De 
die  Christi  emoituah."     Tor  the  ablest  defeuce  of  the  " auticipatiou" 
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Now  there  is  this  great  advantage  in  taking  St. 
John  for  our  guide  as  to  the  order  of  events,  that, 
according  to  him,  our  Lord  suffered  on  the  daij,  as 
well  as  at  the  liour,  of  the  killing  of  the  Passover  lamb. 
For  the  Death  upon  the  Cross  being  the  awful  turn- 
ing-point of  the  world's  spiritual  history,  it  would 
seem  consonant  that  it,  of  all  events,  should  fall  on 
a  day  marked  out  ages  before  by  the  corresponding 
slaying  of  the  lauib,  not  on  a  day  having  no  such  fit- 
ting associations ;  which  the  Friday,  on  the  other 
supposition,  would  be.  And  there  is  the  further 
advantage  that,  according  to  the  apparently  correct 
Jewish  tradition  above  referred  to,  the  killing  of  the 
original  Passover  fell  on  a  Friday  hkewise  ^ 

But  what  account  can  we  then  render  of  the  lan- 
guage of  the  first  three  Evangelists?  Now  we  read 
that  "  on  the  first  day  of  unleavened  bread,  when  they 
killed  the  Passover,  the  disciples  came  to  Jesus,  say- 
ing, Where  wilt  Thou  that  we  go  and  prepare  that 
Thou  mayest  eat  the  Passover?"    The  day  here  meant 


theory  which  has  yet  been  put  forth,  see  the  Biblical  Journal  for  Oct. 
1861.  It  endeavours  to  establish  that  the  original  time  for  the  Pa.'^s- 
over  was  at  the  eve  or  beginning  of  the  llth  Nisan;  tliatihen,  not  on 
the  evening  of  it,  the  Passover  was  killed  and  eaten;  that  an  orthodox 
party  among  the  Jews  still  kept  it  so,  and  that  our  Lord  followed  I  hat 
usage.  So  that  the  mass  of  the  Jews  had  not,  though  our  Lord  had, 
partaken  by  the  next  day.  But  it  is  simply  incredible  that  there  can 
liave  been  two  such  different  times  recognised. 

'  P.  2S1'.  It  is  also  deeply  interesting  to  observe  (liat  tlie  !Mishnn  (Pes. 
v.  1)  ordained  1.  that  on  the  day  of  killing  (he  Pa.ssovcr,  if  that  day 
was  also  a  Friday,  the  daily  sacrillcc  was  to  be  kilh:d  Iialf  an  h(Mir  after 
the  fiixth  hour,  sacrificed  after  the  seventh;  and  ilic  Passover  killed 
half  an  hour  after  the  eiglith,  and  sacrificed  half  an  liom*  after  the  ;/////// 
liour.  If  this  may  be  relied  upon,  the  darkness  "from  llic  sixth  liour 
to  the  ninth"  must  have  utteily  precluded  the  ojfering  oflwth  sacrijicex. 
Tlius  did  the  true  Continual  Offering  and  Paschal  Lamb  "cause"  the 
Mosaic  "to  cca.sc"  on  that  wondrous  day,  Dan.  ix.  27. 
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is  manifestly,  as  is  on  all  liands  allowed,  tlie  fourteenth 
Nisan,  which  received  the  name  here  given  it,  not 
from  the  eatbu/  of  the  mileavened  bread,  but  ^  from 
the  solemn  j^rcparatio/i  of  it,  as  is  clear  from  the  Pass- 
over being  hilled,  not  eaten  on  that  day.  But  the 
question  is,  what  time  in  that  day  is  meant  ?  And  the 
words,  in  a  Jewish  writer,  may  perfectly  well  mean 
no  more  than  that  the  sunset  of  the  thirteenth  Nisan 
was  come,  and  so  the  fourteenth  had  set  in.  And 
that  they  do  mean  this  is  almost  certain  from  hence ; 
that  the  search  for  leaven  (which  was  the  first  step  in 
the  preparation)  w^as  as  a  rule  made  on  the  evening 
before'',  though  it  might  be  deferred  till  the  next 
morning.  And  indeed  the  third  Evangelist  implies 
as  much,  saying,  "  Then  loas  come  the  day  of  un- 
leavened bread,"  as  if  it  had  only  just  set  in.  The 
disciples,  then,  are  not  only  perfectly  in  order,  but 
are  embracing  the  jireferable  time  for  making  prepa- 
ration. They  would  "  prepare"  the  Passover  now,  so 
far  at  hast  as  searching  and  preparing  the  room  to 
be  used ;  intending  to  have  their  lamb  killed  on  the 
morrow^  and  to  partake  of  it  on  the  morrow  evening. 
Now  the  work  of  preparation  would  occupy,  in  ordi- 
nary cases,  some  considerable  time  °,  and  indeed  could 
not  be  completed  until  some  time  in  the  following 
day.  But  so  it  was,  that  on  proceeding  to  obey  our 
Lord's  directions,  they  found  all  the  preliminary  steps, 

"  Deyling :  "  Dicitur  dies  azymorum,  non  a  comestioue,  sed  a  prae- 
paratione." 

"  R.  Jelmdi  in  Mislma,  Tr.  Pesacliim  i.  3 :  "  It  is  necessary  to 
searcli  on  the  evening  before  the  14th  (Nisan),  or  early  in  the  morning 
of  that  day." 

°  Deyling:  " Prseparatio  multo  ante  institnenda  erat.  Expnrgandura 
erat  conclave,  ponendee  mensse,  parandi  panes  fermento  carentes,  emen- 
dus  agnus,"  &c. 
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such  as  cleansing,  &c.  performed  for  tliem :  "  a  larf>;e 
upper  rooui  furnished  all  ready  to  their  hand''  as  the 
Greek  emphaticall}^  implies.  Here,  accordingly,  they 
would  "  make  ready,"  as  far  as  could  be  done  on  the 
eve,  for  the  morrow  evening's  festival.  We  know  from 
St.  John  that  they  had  only  done  this  in  part :  for 
the  apostles  thought  that  our  Lord  commissioned 
Judas  to  "buy  those  things  which  they  had  need 
of  against  the  feast."  So  far,  nothing  can  well  be 
clearer. 

But  now  we  come  to  the  somewhat  unexpected 
circumstance  that  "  when  the  evening  was  come,  our 
Lord  sat  down  with  the  Twelve"  to  a  supper.  AVhy 
a  supper,  or  a  feast,  at  all  ?  It  is  at  this  point  of  the 
narrative  that  crilicism  has  mainly  stumbled.  The 
conclusion  has  seemed  irresistible,  that  this,  after  all, 
must  have  been  either  the  real  or  an  anticipated  Pass- 
over. But  a  little  attention  to  facts  will  set  the 
matter  in  a  different  light.  It  was,  be  it  remem- 
bered, already  "  the  day  of  preparation,"  and  that 
too  for  a  double  solemnity,  the  Passover  and  the  Sab- 
bath. The  ji^r/c//^  of  both  Passover  and  Sabbath  had  set 
in.  Now  it  was  customary,  and  indeed  was  provided 
for  by  the  original  law  of  the  feast,  that  such  as  were 
able  should  bring,  beside  the  passover  lamb,  other 
victims  "of  the  flock  or  of  the  herd^"  to  be  ollered 
as  burnt,  or  peacc-ofTcrings;  the  latter,  of  course,  to  be 
partaken  of:  and  these  were,  no  less  than  the  paschal 
lamb  itself,  called  "  passovers''."  They  were  in  %W\c\- 
\\(i^^,  perhaps,  to  be  offered  aflcr\\\Q.  passover  lam  I), 

>"  Dcut.  xvi.  2,  wlicre  sec  Bocliart,  Ilieroz.  i.  2,  50,  and  Patrick,  who 
suf,'gcst3  that  St.  John  xviii.  28  may  refer  <o  raliiif,'  of  tlicse.  Hut  this 
is  improbable;  nor  would  it  then  have  been  "the  preparation." 

9  I'csachim,  rendered  "  passover-offcrings,"  2  Chrou.  xxxv.  7  -'3. 
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aiul  eaten  as  accompaniments  to  it.  But  this  is  by  no 
means  certain  :  and  it  would  be  putting  no  great  strain 
upon  the  ordinance,  to  suppose  tliat  they  uiight,  with- 
out losing  their  character  of  "  passovers,"  be  offered 
and  partaken*'  of  at  any  time,  after  the  day  for  killing 
the  passover  had  set  in.  Here,  then,  would  be  the 
materials  for  a  supper,  provided,  it  may  be,  by  those 
who  "  ministered  to  the  Lord  of  their  substance  ;"  just 
as,  we  know,  Josiah  at  liis  great  Passover*  gave  the 
people  and  priests  other  victims  as  well  as  lambs. 
This  supper  would  thus  be  a  feast  of  the  old  economy, 
a  feast  in  fact  upon  a  "  eucharistic  sacrifice,"  yet 
having  a  distinct  passover  character.  It  would,  more- 
over, not  improbably  consist  of  a  lamh,  rather  than 
anything  else,  that  being  the  humblest  form  of  peace- 
ofFering ;  accompanied,  as  all  eucharistic  peace-offer- 
ings were,  by  bread,  leavened'^  and  unleavened,  and 
perhaps,  as  a  custom,  (see  p.  296,  note  e,)  by  wine. 

And  there  was  a  peculiar  reason  why  our  Lord 
and  the  Apostles,  more  than  other  persons,  would 
be  likely  to  have  a  supper  on  that  evening.  For 
it  is  a  curious  fact,  that  whereas  among  the  Jews  of 
Judaea  it  was  customary  to  continue  work  until  noon 
on  the  day  of  killing  the  passover,  the  Galileans  were 
prohibited''  by  their  doctors  from  working  on  the 
evening  before,  and  made  that  too  a  part  of  the  festi- 
val. It  was  therefore  "  feria"  or  holy-day  already  with 
them ;  and  nothing  was  more  natural  than  that  they 

'  Misliua,  Treatise  Pesacliim  vi.  4,  "Tlie  festive  offering  might  be 
eaten  during  two  days  and  one  night :"  it  does  not  say  whether  before 
or  after  the  slaying  of  the  lamb. 

'  2  Chi'on.  XXXV. 

*  This  is  of  importance,  as  the  eucharist  was  certainly  celebrated 
primitively,  as  stiU  in  the  East,  in  leavened  bread.     See  above,  p.  272. 

"  Beth  Shammai  in  Pesaehim  iv.  5. 
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sliould  iisliei'  it  in  with  a  feast.  Though,  indeed,  our 
Lord's  Divine  desire  to  keep,  in  some  sense,  a  Pass- 
over feast  of  the  okl  order,  wonld  amply  account  for 
any  anticipation,  in  point  of  time,  not  forbidden  by 
the  law. 

We  are  now,  then,  in  a  position  to  account  for  all 
that  otherwise  might  seem  to  militate  against  the  po- 
sition that  our  Lord  did  not  eat  the  Jewish  Passover. 
When  He  said,  "  I  (will)  keep  the  Passover  at  thy 
liouse  with  My  disciples,"  or,  "  where  is  the  guest- 
chamber  where  I  shall  eat  it?"  the  words  were  in 
part  literally  fulfilled,  but,  for  the  rest,  carried  in 
them  a  meaning  which  only  the  event  could  unfold. 
The  Passover  solemnities, — real  as  far  as  they  went, 
— begun  in  the  Mosaic  sphere,  were  to  lead  out  into 
those  of  the  kingdom  of  God. — When  we  read,  "  when 
the  hour  was  come  He  sat  down  :"  w^e  understand  by 
"  the  hour,"  not  that  of  the  Passover,  (which  indeed 
might  be  eaten  at  aii^/  hour  before  midnight''),  but 
either  their  customary  hour  of  supper,  or  the  hour  of 
His  own  appointing  on  that  occasion. — When  He  says, 
"  with  great  desire  have  I  desired  to  eat  this  passover 
with  you,  before  I  sniffer,"  there  breathes  through  the 
words  an  unmistakeable  air  of  anticipation  ;  the  stress 
is  manifestly,  and  now  quite  intelligibly,  on  the  la^t 
words.  It  is  as  if  He  had  said,  "  Because  I  cannot 
cat  of  the  proper  Passover,  therefore  have  I  greatly 
desired  beforehand,  in  this  form,  to  eat  it  with  you : 
and  this  My  desire  is  now  fulfilled."  And  suixly  (ho 
sui)position  that  it  was  none  other  than  a  lamb,  and 
that  too,  as  above  explained,  a  passover  lamb  that 
furnished  the  feast,  imparts  abundant  force  and  fit- 
ness to  the  words  "  this  j)assovcr." 

»  Misliiiu,  Tr.  I'is.icliiin. 


3U4  THE  PlUNCirLES  or  divine  service,      [chap.  II. 

And  now,  combining  this  with  \vhat  has  l)een  said 
of  the  weekly  Passover  memorial,  made  at  the  table 
on  the  Sabbath  eve,  by  means  of  a  cup  of  wine,  we 
obtain  a  clear  view  of  our  Lord  as  i.  solemnly  taking 
leave  of  the  ancient  legal  ritual,  and  ii.  superseding  it 
by  that  of  the  Gospel,  i.  Having  eaten  with  them  of 
the  "  passover,"  "  I  say  unto  you,"  He  proceeds, 
"  that  I  will  no  more  eat  of  it  again,  {ovk€ti,)  until 
it  is  fulfilled  in  the  kingdom  of  God."  And  yet  again, 
ii.  having  drunk  of  the  wine  (as  we  may  reverently 
suppose)  at  the  supper,  "  He  took  the  cup,  and  after 
giving  thanks,  said,  Take  this  and  divide  it  among 
3^ourselves;  for  I  will  not  drink"  again,  in  our  wonted 
solemn  way,  "  of  the  fruit  of  the  vine,  till  the  kingdom 
of  God  be  come^."  There  was  here  a  wondrously 
symmetrical  leave-taking  of  the  two  great  elements 
in  the  old  sacrificial  system  :  of  the  slain  sacrifices  as 
represented  by  the  flesh  or  body  of  the  /amd  ;  of  the 
offering  of  fruits  of  the  earth,  as  represented  by  the 
wine.  Both  indeed  were  destined  to  re-appear,  in 
more  glorious  form,  in  the  New  Economy ;  but,  as 
elements  of  the  Old,  He  would  partake  of  them  no 
more. 

SECTION  HI. 

This  point  cleared  then,  let  us  proceed  to  enquire 
into  the  particulars  of  the  connection,  manifestly  sub- 
sisting, between  the  iceeldy  Passover-Eve  service,  and 
what  took  place  on  the  great  Eucharistic  Eventide. 

y  Williams  in  1.,  p.  390.  "  Tlie  eating  of  the  Passover,  and  tlie  drini;- 
iug  of  tlie  Cup  are  both  formally  mentioned,  and  both  of  them  followed 
by  a  similar  expression,  "  I  shall  no  more,  &c."  ...  If  it  was  the  case 
that  a  lamb  was  eaten,  it  is  here  that  we  woidd  suppose  it  to  have 
been." 
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Now  we  have  in  the  former  chapter  seen  abundant 
reason,  from  consideration  of  the  old  sacrificial  laws, 
for  holding  without  hesitation  to  the  uniform  belief  of 
the  Church,  that  our  Lord,  when  He  "  tool^  bread  and 
wine  and  gave  thanks,  or  blessed  and  consecrated," 
ofiPered  thereby  His  all-prevailing  Sacrifice  of  Himself 
to  the  Father.  And  accordingly,  whenever  we  turn 
our  thoughts  towards  that  momentous  hour,  we  are 
filled  with  adoring  wonder  and  love  at  the  glorious 
spectacle  of  a  Sacrifice  at  once  so  loving  and  so  stu- 
pendous. The  Redemption  and  Salvation  of  the 
world, — this,  and  nothing  less  than  this, — hangs  visi- 
bly, for  us,  on  tluit  great  transaction.  But  can  we 
with  any  probability  suppose  that  all  this  was  present 
to  the  minds  of  the  Apostles  at  the  time  ?  The  mani- 
festly imperfect  condition  of  their  faith  and  knowledge, 
nay,  the  language  of  our  Lord  Himself,  alike  forbid 
it.  During  the  forty  days,  or  after  the  descent  of  the 
Spirit,  all  this  would  be  "  brought  to  their  remem- 
brance" and  realized.  "  He  had  many  things  to  say  to 
them  ;  but  they  could  not  bear  them  now."  "  What  He 
did  they  knew  not,"  or  but  imperfectly  "  now,  though 
they  would  know^  hereafter."  Meanwhile,  however, 
there  was  one  aspect  of  the  Holy  llite  which  they 
were  particularly  in  a  position  to  appreciate  ;  and  to 
this,  there  is  reason  for  saying,  did  our  Lord  more 
particularly  address  Himself,  both  in  the  old  ritual 
associations  with  which  He  connected  the  Institution, 
and  in  the  discourses  with  which  He  accompanied  it. 

Nothing  is  more  striking  to  the  thoughtful  reader 
of  Holy  Writ,  than  the  [)rofound  air  of  sadness, — the 
unutterable  pathos, — which  breathes  through  the  en- 
tire Eucliaristic  narrative,  and  through  St.  John's  ex- 
hibition of  it  more  especially.    Compare  in  this  respect 

X 
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tl\o  presentation  of  this  greatest  and  most  acceptable 
of  all  harnt-otTcrings  with  that  of  any  memorable  one 
of  elder  da)-?,  as  Solomon's  or  Hezekiah's ;  observe 
the  jubl'aiit  feelings  associated  with  snch  occasions 
of  old  time,  and  with  the  Chm'ch's  celebrations  ever 
since  :  and  the  contrast  is  most  remarkable.  The  truth 
is,  that  the  Apostles  had  at  length  realized,  what  they 
had  so  long  put  from  them,  that  "  the  Son  of  Man 
was  about  to  be  delivered  into  the  hands  of  men,  and 
to  be  crucified."  And  yet,  while  their  faith  in  Christ's 
words  reached  to  this,  it  reached  apparently  no  further. 
That  He  should  rise  again  the  third  day,  and  that  then 
His  Death  should  be  the  Life  of  the  w^orld ;  this,  as 
the  after  events  proved,  was  as  far  from  their  concep- 
tion as  ever.  The  attitude  of  their  minds,  therefore, 
was  one  of  unmingled  sorrow.  And  this  sorrow  was 
summed  up  in  a  sense  of  impending  bereavement.  He 
for  Whom  they  had  left  all,  and  Who  was  to  them 
father  and  mother  and  kindred  and  home,  was  about 
to  leave  them  desolate.  Stunned  by  that  one  grief, 
they  seem  incapable  of  any  other  feeling. 

In  wdiat  character  then  should  He  consider  them,  in 
presenting  to  their  view  His  saving  work,  so  as  effect- 
ually to  meet  and  console  this  feeling  ?  None  surely 
could  be  conceived  more  suitable  than  that  in  which 
they  had  been  accustomed,  in  the  weekly  recurring 
Sabbath  eve  ritual,  to  view  themselves.  It  v/ill  be  re- 
membered til  at  the  cup  of  wine,  in  the  Synagogue  ser- 
vice, was  given  to  the  Utile  cJdldren,  who  stood  round 
for  the  purpose ;  and  further,  that  the  response  to  the 
"grace,"  or  "consecration,"  W' as  said  by  an  orphan- 
Now  whence  this  singular  provision  ?  It  was  doubt- 
less because  the  nation  had  been  taught  to  view  their 
condition  in  Egypt  as  one  of  orphanhood  and  deso- 
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lation.  111  the  great  Psalm  which  especially  embodies 
the  national  feeling  on  this  point  (the  CSth)  we  read, 
"A  Father  of  the  orphans,  and  a  defender  or  advo- 
cate of  the  widows,  is  God  in  His  holy  habitation.  .  . 
God  makes  the  solitary  to  dwell  in  houses,  He  brings 
the  prisoners  to  prosperity \"  They  were  taught, 
again,  to  remember,  that  "  they  were  strangers  in 
Egypt;"  therefore  "they  were  not  to  afflict  any  widow 
or  fatherless  child  ^"  On  the  weekly  recurring  eve, 
therefore,  of  the  day  of  their  deliverance,  they  are  in 
like  manner  represented  as  orphans  and  desolate. 
And  this  is  the  reason  why  wine  was  the  more  espe- 
cial, and  in  the  synagogue  the  sole  "  outward  visible 
sign"  in  this  memorial  action ;  though  in  the  house- 
hold ritual  bread  was  also  employed.  For  so  was  the 
national  and  Oriental  custom  to  give  to  mourners,  and 
especially  to  orphans,  the  "  cup  of  consolation  for 
father  and  for  mother ;"  and  thus  to  "  comfort  tlicni 
under  their  loss''."  "  Give  strong  drink  to  him  that 
is  ready  to  perish,  and  wine  to  those  that  be  of  heavy 
hearts ;  let  him  drink,  and  remember  his  misery  no 
more"."  However,  bread  was  also  given  for  the  same 
j)urpose,  and  has  place  accordingly  in  the  domestic 
rite.  But  the  expression  to  "  break  bread"  was  appro- 
priated, as  it  should  seem,  to  eleemosynary  giving  of 
it,  including  specially  the  case  of  children  and  of 
mourners.  It  never  means  taking  an  ordinary  meal, 
but   giving    food    to   the    sad  or  destitute ;  as,  e.g. 

*  Hengstcnberg ;  who  seeks  causelessly  to  dilute  the  refcrenco  to 
Israel.  He  allows  that  some  reference  to  the  sufi'cring  Chui-ch  is  do- 
manded,  and  compares  Ilosca  xiv.  3. 

•  Exod.  xxji.  22,  23. 
''  Hengstcnberg. 

'  Jer.  xvi.  7;  Prov.  xxxi.  6.  Sec  Calmct,  and  Kitto,  Pictorial  Biblo, 
on  Jcr.  xvi. 

X  2 
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"  ucillicr  sliall  men  break  bread  for  them  in  mourn- 
ing ;"  "'I'he  young  children  ask  bread,  and  no  man 
breaketh  it  to  them."  It  was,  then,  as  orplians 
brouglit  out  of  Egypt  that  the  Israelites  were  taught 
to  appear  week  by  week  before  God.  It  was  out  of 
that  profonndest  depth  that  they  were  to  lift  up  their 
hearts  to  God  in  the  "  height  of  the  uppermost  hea- 
vens'^."  As  a  commentator  on  Ps.  Ixviii.  most  ap- 
positely says, — though  unconscious  of  what  is  here 
))ointed  out, — "  '  Sursum  corda'  is  for-the  fatherless®." 
In  a  perfectly  parallel  manner  does  our  Lord  adopt, 
throughout  His  whole  discourse,  the  strain  of  consola^ 
Hon  ;  and  that  too  as  towards  oqjhans :  actually  call- 
ing them  by  that  name^;  addressing  them  in  His 
very  first  words  as  "little  children^;"  speaking  of 
God  as  the  Eatheu  forty  times  in  His  discourses,  and 
six  times  in  His  prayer ;  soothing  their  sorrow,  and 
promising  a  place  in  His  Father's  House,  and  the 
presence  of  more  than  one  Comforter ;  "  breaking  to 
them  the  bread"  of  mourners,  and  "  giving  them  to 
drink  the  cup"  of  consolation.  This  He  did,  both  as 
balm  for  their  present  bereavement,  and  as  a  pledge 
of  His  restoration  to  them  by  His  coming  again. 
Even  on  this  last  point  their  Israelitish  nurture  had 
been  an  appropriate  training  for  them.  For  it  was 
not  solely  to  keep  alive  a  sense  of  gratitude  for  their 
great  original  deliverance,  that  the  nation  were  thus 
taught  to  see  themselves  or  orphans  and  destitute. 
The  true  Jewish  temper  looked  forward  as  well  as 
l)ackward,  and  "  waited  for  redemption  in  Israel." 
And  this  feeling,  no  less  than  that  of  grateful  me- 
morial, is  impressed  on  the  Sabbath-eve  ritual.     For 

•*  Jewish  Service,  above,  p.  294  *  Hengstenberg. 

'  St.  John  xiv.  18,  marg.  «  lb.  xiii.  33. 
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after  the  orphan  had  said  his  part,  the  congregation 
"  sung  a  hymn,"  or  "  prayer  of  praises,"  called  the 
"Song  of  the  Only  True  God,"  conchuling  tlius : 
"  He  will  send  at  the  end  of  the  days  our  anointed 
Messiah  to  relieve  those  who  hope  for  that  end  with 
His  salvation  ^  :  the  dead  He  makes  to  live  again  ; 
blessed  for  ever  and  ever  is  the  Name  of  His  Praise." 
We  are  now  in  possession  of  a  clue  to  the  entire 
course  of  our  Lord's  Eucharistic  Action,  including 
those  memorable  discourses  in  St.  John  ;  which  have 
been  too  frequently  interpreted  apart  from  that  con- 
nection with  the  Eucharist  to  which  they  owe  their 
entire  form  and  contents.  And  in  tracing;  that  course 
we  shall  also,  as  has  been  already  intimated,  find  our- 
selves tracing  the  outline  of  the  Church's  Eucharistic 
Service  throughout  the  world'. 


""  Comp.  Heb.  ix.  26,  28 :  "And  to  those  tluit  expect  Ilim,  shall  He 
appear  unto  salvation." 

'  As  a  necessary  help  for  following  the  course  of  thought  here  sug- 
gested, the  reader  must  be  referred  to  the  ancient  Liturgies,  now  happily 
very  accessible  in  !Mr.  Nealc's  valuable  reprints  and  translations  of  them. 
See  also  his  able  Dissertations  in  vol.  i.  of  his  "  General  Introduc- 
tion to  the  History  of  the  Holy  Eastern  Church,"  pp.  3J7— 5;^G.  The 
originals  of  those  of  S.  James,  S.  Mark,  S.  Chrysostom,  S.  Basil,  S.  Cle- 
ment, are  given  by  him  in  a  small  volume,  (Hayes,  1859,)  the  transla- 
tions in  anotlier;  the  first  three  of  these  and  the  Mozurabic  in  his 
Tetralf)gia  Liturgica,  (8vo.  2GG  pp.)  His  Introduction  adds  to  these, — 
all  in  parallel  columns, — the  Armenian,  Co])t.  S.  Basil,  Nestoriau ;  and 
separately,  p.  704,  the  Syr.  S.  James  as  abbreviated  in  1591.  'Hie  entire 
Syrian  rite,  the  Egyptian,  and  Nestorian,  sec  in  Rcnaudot,  Liturg. 
Oriental.  CoUectio.  For  the  West,  see  the  Roman,  Ambrosian,  Gal- 
lioan,  Mozarabic,  in  Daniel,  Codex  Liturg.,  Ease,  i.,  Lipsia;,  18i7  :  for  the 
English  Uses,  in  parallel  columns  with  the  Komau,  Ma.skeil'a  Ancient 
Liturgy,  18iO.  He  adds  the  Clementine,  and  the  1  B.  Kdw.  VI.;  for 
wliich  see  also  Cardwell  and  Keeling.  Sec  also  'JVollciKi's  Lit.  of  S. 
James,  with  useful  English  notes;  and  the  Sarum  rite  iu  I'roctor  on  the 
Common  Prayer,  ch.  iii.  3  :  but  above  all  in  the  Sannn  \Il--s:il,  now  re- 
publishing by  Mr.  G.  H.  Forbes,  Burnt islaml. 
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SECTION  IV. 

Absolution— Prayer  for  Purity— Lord's  Prayer — 
Kiss  of  Peace. 

It  was,  we  are  significantly  told,  "  before  the  Feast 
of  the  Passover,"  and,  as  it  were,  at  once  antedating 
and  superseding  it  by  a  better,  that  the  Incarnate 
Son,  "knowing  that  His  hour  was  come  for  His  own 
departure  out  of  the  world  to  the  Tather,"  embodied 
His  enduring  love  for  those  whom  He  was  about  to 
leave,  in  a  parting  Gift  of  surpassing  adaptation  to 
their  necessities.  Taking  occasion  by  their  habitual 
conception  of  their  position,  as  members  of  the  chosen 
people.  He  would  signify  to  them  by  expressive 
actions,  with  whose  import  they  were  perfectly  fami- 
liar, the  opening  of  a  new  fount  of  happiness  every 
Avay  like  to  the  old,  but  every  way  transcending  it. 
The  supper  on  passover  peace-offerings,  (as  it  should 
seem,)  which  He  designed  to  make  the  occasion  of  these 
new  felicities,  was  well  on  its  way,  and  so  the  old 
Passover-tide  of  the  Mosaic  economy  had  fairly  set  in, 
when  He  first  of  all  took  a  solemn  farewell  of  that 
economy,  under  which  He  had,  as  Man,  been  nur- 
tured. Having,  in  a  certain  sense,  eaten  a  Passover 
with  them  on  the  lamb.  He  would,  He  announced  to 
them  ^,  eat  no  more  of  it  in  its  old  typical  form,  but 
only  in  its  glorious  fulfilment  in  the  kingdom  of 
God.  And,  again,  anticipating  the  weekly  custom  of 
the  following  evening,  He  saying  the  usual  grace, 
and  they  responding  thereto,  as  the  manner  was,  He 
divides  the  cup — whether  tasting  it  Himself  or  not — 
among  them.     All  this  we  have  traced  already.     But 

''  St.  Luke  xxii.  15,  which  Williams  riglitly  places  here. 
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this  done,  He  proceeds  by  anotlier  gesture  to  bid 
them  welcome, — "  as  a  Son  over  His  own  House- 
hold," giving  admission  into  His  Father's  House, — 
to  a  better  Festival.  For  the  washiuG;  of  their  feet 
could,  consistently  with  Eastern  custom,  mean  nothing 
else  than  such  an  invitation  and  admission.  The  deep 
mystery  which  lay  hid  in  it,  of  their  being  prepared 
thereby  for  the  highest  mysteries,  was  hid  from  them 
until  explained  by  Himself.  By  the  light  of  that 
explanation,  however,  they  would  perceive  that  some 
solemn  religious  action  and  service  was  drawino;  on. 
The  washing  of  the  priest's  feet  before  entering  the 
sanctuary,  and  the  parallel  purifications  of  even  lay 
persons,  would  occur  to  them. 

And  thus  we  have  the  first  step  of  the  parallel  be- 
tween His  Action  and  that  of  His  Church  afterwards. 
An  example  and  a  rule  concerning  sacerdotal  cleans- 
ing and  absolution,  when  approaching  Eucharistic 
]\Iysteries, — (corresponding  to  the  old  sin-offering 
provisions  ^), — as  well  as  concerning  ministerial  lowli- 
ness and  love  of  the  brethren,  had  thus  been  given. 
And  accordingly,  forms  are  provided  for  this  p»u-pose 
by  all  churches  in  this  position,  or  nearly  so;  cither 
before  the  entire  rite,  or  somewhat  later  in  it"\  And 
the  washing  of  the  hands",  though  not  universal,  was 

'  So  Bona  on  (lie  confifeor  of  the  Western  rite  :  "It  was  perliajjs  in 
imitation  of  the  Jewish  usage,  that  a  Confession  of  sins  apjicars  at  the 
heginuing  of  the  Christian  Liturgy."  lie  refers  to  numerous  instance^, 
Lit.  ii.  2,  4,  5.     See  above,  ch.  i.  sect.  18. 

""  So  in  the  Koman  and  the  English  Uses. 

°  This  is  ordered  in  Lit.  Syr.  p.  1,  and  Lit.  S.  Clirys.  in  the  onice  of 
Prothesis ;  Neale,  Inlrod.,  p.  341  :  refeiTcd  to  hy  St.  ('yril,  Cat.  My.st.  5, 
hut  only  a.s  a  symbol.  It  is  curiou.s  that  the  Mozar.  and  the  \«irk, 
alone  of  Ihe  West,  prescribe  the  washing  at  the  fiiht,  and  have  the  same 
prayer  to  accompany  it.  (Leslie,  Mo/ar.  p.  217,  in  llie  I'rivparalio; 
Maskcll,  pp.  3,  4,  and  note.)     Tlie  Kuinan  lias  llirown  it,  with  imicli 
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Avith    much    fitness   used  at    the    opening    of    many 
Liti:rgies. 

The  next  event",  viz.  the  solemn  scrutiny  submit- 
ted to  by  each  one,  on  our  Lord's  announcing  that  one 
of  them  shouki  betray  Him ;  followed  by  the  self- 
confident  boast  of  St,  Peter  and  the  rest,  and  by  the 
rebuke  administered  to  them  for  their  lack  of  charity 
in  striving  which  should  be  greatest : — all  this  has 
left  its  distinct  impress  on  Eucharistic  Service.  There 
nmst  be  an  opening  of  every  man's  conscience  to  Him 
"  unto  whom  all  hearts  be  open,  and  from  whom  no 
secrets  are  hid."  "Lord,  is  it  I?"  must  be  asked 
bv  each  invited  guest  as  in  the  sioht  of  God :  and  he 
to  Avhom  it  is  answered,  "  Thou  hast  said,"  must  repent, 
or  come  not  to  that  holy  Festival,  or  come  to  his  con- 
demnation. The  prelude  to  all  Eucharist  must  be  a 
prayer  for  purity  of  heart  and  conscience  in  order  to 
acceptable  service.  The  old  Liturgies  accordingly,  at 
their  very  commencement,  are  very  full  to  this  pur- 
pose. The  cases  of  Judas  and  St.  Peter,  both  tempted 
by  Satan,  though  in  different  ways,  and  the  strife  for 
precedence,  seem  to  be  referred  to  in  some  ^.  Others 
acknowledge  the  privilege  of  admission  to  the  Father's 
House  ^ ;  preceded  herein  by  the  entrance  prayer  to  all 

other  preparatory  matter,  into  the  "  prsaeparatio  raissse."  Of  old  the 
commimicants  washed  their  hands,  (S.  Maximus).  Hence  the  prayer  is 
in  the  phiral  in  the  Moz.  and  York.  Renaudot  says  the  old  Eastern  rule 
is  for  the  priest  to  wash  hisyf?^^;  also,  i.  176. 

"  "Williams,  Gospel  Harmony,  pp.  393 — 401. 

p  Thus  Lit.  S.  Mark,  first  prayer :  "  All  e/iv^/,  all  temptation,  all  work- 
ing of  Satan,  idS\.  plotting  of  wicked  men,  drive  away  from  us  and  Thy 
Church.  ...  If  we  have  offended  in  word,  deed,  or  thought, ....  deliver 
us  from  the  Evil  One  and  his  works."  The  Moz.  agaiu  deprecates,  "  the 
spirit  of  pride  and  arrogance,"  rebuked  in  St.  Peter. 

1  Syr.  S.  Jas. :  "I  am  entered  into  Thy  house,  and  have  fallen  down 
before  Tliy  throne  :  forgive  me,"  &c Jewish  Syn.  Prayers  :  "  I  am 
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Jewish  services.  Others,  again,  as  our  own"'  from  the 
earhest  times,  lay  open  the  heart  to  the  all-knowiiicr 
God.  And  all  this  humble  desire  for  access  to  the 
Father's  House,  and  for  a  duly  prepared  condition 
of  the  heart,  was  in  the  vast  majority  of  Liturgies, 
probably  (as  will  be  shewn  hereafter)  in  all,  summed 
up  in  the  Lord's  Prayer  :  an  especial  emphasis 
bein^:  laid  on  the  first  clause,  as  recognisins:  the 
Father  in  Heaven;  and  on  the  last,  as  seeking 
deliverance  from  the  Evil  One. 

There  was  yet  one  other  act  of  preparation  to  be 
made  by  the  disciples  for  admission  to  the  feast  in 
their  Father's  House.  They  must  draw  near  as  dre- 
i/iren,  and  must  have  their  want  of  charity  rebuked 
and  removed  ^  It  was  at  this  point  accordingly  that 
the  exhortation  to  peace,  and  the  kiss  of  peace,  were, 
in  the  earliest  arrangement  of  the  Liturgies,  given. 
One  most  lucid  witness  to  this  is  the  old  English 
(Sarum)  Use  \  which  alone  of  all  Western  Uses  orders 
the  exchange  in  this  place  of  the  kiss  of  peace  and 
love  between  the  ministering  clergy,  "  that  they  may 
be  meet  for  the  Divine   service  of  the   altar."     But 

come  by  Tliy  great  grace  into  Thy  house,  and  do  bow  down  to  the 
Altar  of  Thy  holy  Temple  in  fear  of  Thee."  The  Syr.,  Horn.,  and  Eiig. : 
"  I  will  enter  unto  the  altar  of  God ;"  three  Kyries  and  Lord's  Prayer. 
Moz. :  "  Father,  I  have  sinned,  &c. ; .  .  IIow  many  servants  in  my  Father's 
house,  &c. ...  I  will  arise ;"  Lord's  Prayer. 

'  Lit.  Sarum,  MaskcU,  p.  4.  The  lloman,  and  prol)!ibly  our  other 
diocesan  Uses,  threw  this  ])rayer  (or  rather  a  very  similar  one)  into  the 
preparation  for  the  Priest  alone;  but  its  phiral  form  testifies  tiiat  this 
was  a  departure  from  the  original  intention  of  it.  Conf.  Copt.  S.  ^.a^>il : 
"God  Who  knowest  the  hearts  of  all,"  &c. ;  Syr.  S.  Jas. :  "  Grant  tliat 
with  hearts  sprinkled,  and  cleansed  from  all  evil  conscience,  wc  moy 
offer,"  &c. 

•  St.  Luke  xxiii.  2i. 

'  "Deindc  sacerdos  dcosculctur  diaconnm  ct  eubdinconum."  Mi.ss. 
Sar.  sub  iiiit. 
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tliis,  with  other  features  of  the  Sarum  Use,  was  doul)t- 
less  imported  from  the  East,  probably  by  Abp.  Theo- 
dore of  Tarsus ;  for  the  Syriac  has  nearly  the  same 
order  in  this  place",  with  the  addition  that  the  cele- 
brant turns  to  the  people  and  asks  their  pardon  for 
any  offences  against  them.  The  kiss  was  in  some 
liturgies  placed  just  before  the  oblation  of  the  Ele- 
ments''j  and  ultimately  in  the  West  deferred  ^  until 
the  reception. 


SECTION  V. 
Introit — Gloria  in  Excelsis. 

The  "  scrutiny"  was  followed,  according  to  the  best 
harmonizers,  by  the  going  out  of  Judas :  which  was 
in  a  manner  the  signal  for  the  new  and  heavenly  feast 
to  be  brought  forward.  For  no  sooner  had  he  gone 
out,  than  our  Lord  announced,  in  language^  of  assured 

"  Ren.,  p.  2.  After  the  Tntroibo.,  "kissing  the  altar,  he  invokes  a 
blessing  on  the  right  hand  and  on  the  left."  The  kissing  of  the  altar  is 
prescribed  in  the  Ptom.  and  all  the  Eng.  Uses  :  and  doubtless  signified 
originally  the  giving  of  the  Idss  to  Christ :  a  custom  with  the  Apostles, 
of  -which  the  kiss  of  Judas  was  only  the  abuse.  The  later  E.om.  Use 
tui-ns  it  into  a  kiss  to  the  relics  deposited  in  the  Altar.  The  mutual 
kiss  was  afterwards  divorced  from  this  one,  and  deferred  till  after  conse- 
cration. The  rite  of  Seez,  quoted  by  Le  Brun,  (i.  110,)  and  of  Verdun, 
(Martene,  i.  p.  210,)  places  the  kiss  given  by  the  Bishop  to  the  clergy 
earlier  stUl,  before  the  Tntroibo  ;  and  so  does  the  famous  Missal  published 
by  Elaccius,  supposed  by  Martene  to  belong  to  Salzbui'g  ;  ib.  p.  17S. 

^  Justia  M.  i.  Apol.  Const,  viii.  11 ;  S.  Cyi-O,  v.  3.  Or  there  may  have 
been  a  kiss  of  peace  ia  both  places. 

y  Apparently  by  ianocent  I.  circ.  402.  Ep.  ad  Decentium.  Sala  on 
Bona,  iii.  352,  fails  to  disprove  this. 

^  So  too  Olshausen  in  1. :  "  Upon  the  withdrawal  of  Judas,  the  Saviour 
felt  that  the  crisis  had  arrived;  and,  full  of  joy  on  account  of  it.  He  ex- 
presses Himself  in  language  of  the  highest  triumph."  The  different 
opinions  of  the  early  Church  as  to  Judas  having  gone  out  before  the 
Institution,  mav  be  seen  in  AVilliams  in  1. 
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triumph  over  all  spiritual  powers  arrayed  against  Ilim, 
that  the  work  which  lie  came  into  the  world  to  do 
was  on  the  very  eve  of  accomplishment.  And  how 
was  it  to  be  accomplished  ?  Doubtless  by  His  giving 
Himself,  as  He  was  on  the  point  of  doing,  in  that 
sacrificial  feast,  to  God  on  the  one  hand,  and  to  man 
on  the  other.  The  idea  of  that  feast,  therefore,  as 
imminent,  here  first  comes  distinctly  to  view.  And 
at  this  point  accordingly  in  all  Liturgies  (as  a  general 
rule,  after  the  penitential  preparation,  sometimes  before 
it,  as  will  be  shewn  hereafter)  took  place  originally 
the  bringing  in,  or  the  bringing  forward,  of  the  Ele- 
ments;  called  universally  the  "  Entrance*."  This 
action  has  always  been  performed  with  considerable 
solemnity :  and  not  without  reason,  if  we  consider 
the  profound  symbolism  which  it  involves,  and  which 
the  words  of  our  Lord  at  this  point  tended  to  invest 
it  withal.  For  what  were  those  words,  and  what  did 
they  import?  "When  therefore  he  was  gone  out, 
Jesus  said,  Now  is  the  Son  of  Man  glorified,  and 
God  is  glorified  in  Him.  If  God  be  glorified  in 
Him,  God  also  will  glorify  Him  in  Himself,  and  will 
straigiitway  glorify  Him."  Can  we  doubt  that  in 
these  words  He  reverted  to  His  Incarnation,  and  to 
the  assurances  of  future  "  glory"  ?  of  the  glorification, 
that  is,  of  His  Human  Nature,  which  He  then  took  ? 
promises  in  part  fulfilled  by  the  angelic  hymn  at  His 
Birth  ;  and  by  repeated  accessions  of  glory  in  the 
days  of  His  Flesh,  as  at  His  Baptism,  at  His  Trans- 
figuration, and  when  the  Voice  was  heard  from  heaven 
saying  in  answer  to  His  prayer,  "  Fatlicr,  gh)riry  Thy 
Name,"  "  I  have  both  glorified  it  and  will  glorify  it 
again"  ?     Or  can  we  fail  to  connect  these  expressions 

'  Gr.  tlfi;o5oj;  Hoin.  Lit  roil  us  ;  Aniljio3.  Iiit^rcssn. 
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with  those  of  Ilis  ])raycr  after  giving  Himself  for  tlic 
life  of  the  workP?  But  there  it  is  accompHshed 
glory  that  is  spoken  of;  here  a  fresh  step*'  in  the  as- 
cent leading  up  to  that  final  glorification.  And  how 
could  the  Church  more  reverently  and  affectionately 
tread  at  this  point  in  the  path  of  Divine  precedent  in 
her  Eucharistic  service,  than  by  such  a  Hymn  of  the 
Incarnation  and  Passion  as  she  uses  throughout  the 
world  in  this  place  ?  The  fine  "  Hymn  of  the  Only- 
begotten  Son"  in  the  East,  the  far  nobler  "  Gloria  in 
Excelsis"  of  the  further  East  and  of  the  whole  West, 
takes  up  the  theme  which  the  great  Master  has  pre- 
scribed in  His  memorable  words  : — 

"  Only-begotten  Son,  and  "Word  of  God,  who  being  immortal 
didst  deign  for  us  to  be  incarnate  of  the  Holy  Virgin  Mary,  and 
being  made  Man  wast  crucified,  Christ,  Gob  ^,  by  death  having 
trodden  down  death,  glorified  with  the  Father  and  Holy  Ghost, 
save  us."     [Eastern  Hymn.] 

And  in  the  West — 

"  Glory  be  to  God  in  the  highest  ...  we  praise  Thee  ...  we 
glorify  Thee,  for  Thy  great  glory.  0  Lord  God  .  .  .  Father  Al- 
mighty, 0  Lord,  Only-begotten  Son,  Jesus  Christ,  O  Lord  God, 
Lamb  of  God,  Son  of  the  Father  .  .  .  have  mercy  upon  us  .  .  . 
most  high  in  the  gloi-y  of  God  the  Father." 

**  St.  JohnxTii.  L 

'  Olshausen  ia  1. :  "  Though  Christ  accorduig  to  the  human  Natm-e 
was  sialess,  His  humanity  contained  a  certain  weakness:  it  did  not 
possess  iramortahty,  it  wanted  perfect  glorification.  It  was  glorified 
gradually  by  the  Indwelling  of  the  Father  in  Him." 

<*  It  was,  beyond  doubt,  either  to  this  Hymn  or  to  the  Gloria  in  Ex- 
celsis,  that  Pliny's  iaformant  referred  m  saying  "  that  they  met  together 
to  sing  a  hymn  to  Christ  as  God."  It  is  strange  that  Mr.  Neale  should 
pronounce  it  to  be  later  than  the  Council  of  Ephesus,  because  of  some 
aUusious  m  it  as  sung  at  present.  The  same  argument  would  prove  the 
whole  Nicene  Creed  to  be  later  than  the  Councils  of  Constantinople  or 
Toledo.  The  Armenian,  just  as  we  should  expect,  has  not  tlie  inserted 
words. 
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The  close  correspondence  of  topics  between  tlie 
Eastern  and  Western  forms,  though  with  widely  dif- 
ferent expression,  is  most  remarkable.  Both  so  back 
to  the  Incarnation  ;  the  East  by  statement,  the  West 
by  taking  up  tlie  Angelic  Hymn.  The  West  uses  the 
terms  "  glory"  and  "glorify"  with  the  same  abundant 
iteration  as  our  Lord  Himself  in  the  archetypal  pas- 
sage; and  in  that  degree  renders  His  mind  more 
fully: — as  it  also  does  by  ascribing  this  "glory" 
equally  to  the  Father.  Both  alike  "  strike  mightily 
on  the  key"  of  the  "  Only-begotten  Son,"  "  Christ," 
and  "  God  :" — thus  duly  ascribing  the  eterntd  Eilia- 
tion,  Deity,  and  designation  as  the  Anointed  One. 
Both  go  on  to  the  Passion,  and  desire  "  mercy"  or 
salvation  by  means  of  it. 

And  this  is,  in  strictness,  and  was  primitively,  the 
Church's  first ''burst  of  song  in  connection  with  the 
Holy  Eucharist :  all  that  has  preceded  is  matter  of 
anxious  preparation  and  desirC.  Very  correctly  does 
the  best  informed  of  all  writers  on  Eastern  ritualism 
say^,  "The  Introits  oi  \k\Q  Liturgies  of  S.  Mark^  and 
S.  James,  and  of  the  Armenian,  consist  of  the  Hynui 
'  Only-begotten  Son  :'  "  he  might  have  added,  that  the 
Litroit  or  initial  hymn  of  all  other  Churches  consists 
properly  of  the  "  Gloria  in  Excelsis."  The  anthem  or 
hymn,  varying  with  the  season,  called  in  the  West 


*  So  Lit.  S.  Jas.  nibric  :  "  Then  the  Deacon  hegbis  to  sivg  at  \\w.  En- 
trance" (doubtless  of  the  elements,  tliough  now  understood  to  rcfir  lo 
that  of  the  Gospels)  "the  Ilj'mn  Oiily-bcgoUcn." 

'  Neale,  Introd.  p.  303.  lie  disallows,  iiowcvcr,  any  connection  be- 
tween the  Western  term  "  Introit"  and  the  Ea.slcrn  I'witraiicr. 

»  The  Copt.  y.  Basil  seems  to  have  incorporated  the  substance  of 
the  hymn  into  its  first  "prayers  of  Oblation"  and  "of  al/soluiion  to 
the  Son :"  "  0  Lord  Jesu  Christ,  Only -begotten  Son,  who  wa.st  madu 
a  Lamb  of  God."     (So  MS,  llcnaudot.) 
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"  the  Iiitroit,"  always  comes  just  before  the  "  Gloria," 
frc,  and  is  doubtless  ancillary  to  it.  It  is  commonly 
represented,  indeed  ^,  that  it  derives  its  name  from  its 
being  said  at  the  first  entrance  or  approach  of  the 
priest  to  the  altar.  But  the  objection  to  this  is  that 
he  has  been  now  for  some  time  at  the  altar,  and  has 
said  his  '  Introibo,'  or  corresponding  words  of  humble 
approach.  It  is  far  better  to  connect  it  immediately 
with  the  more  solemn  and  important  event,  symbo- 
lically considered,  of  the  coming  in  of  the  Elements. 
With  this,  indeed,  it  is  intimately  bound  up  in  the  old 
English  rite,  according  to  which  the  "  bringing  in"  is 
to  follow  the  Introit,  and  so  to  synchronize  exactly 
with  the  "  Gloria  in  Excelsis  V  Thus  viewed,  it  finds 
its  perfect  counterpart  in  the  three  antiphons  which 
the  Greek  Church  connects  with  the  "  Hymn  Only- 
begotten,"  subjoining  it  to  the  second  of  them.  The 
"  Introit"  was  in  like  manner  repeated  three  times  in 
the  English'^  Uses,  and  probably  in  the  Roman  also, 
since  it  is  accompanied  by  thrice  three  "  Kyrie  Elei- 
sons."  And  the  true  account  of  the  Western  Introit 
probably  is,  that  it  is  due  to  the  communications  be- 
tween the  East  and  Rome  in  the  beo-innino;  of  the  fifth 
century^     A  much  simpler   and  unvarying  form  is 

''  There  is  much  diifereuce  of  opiniou  about  it,  some  maMng  the  "  en- 
trance" of  the  entire  rite,  others  of  the  people.  See  Sala  on  Bona  iii. 
p.  51. 

'  Eub.  Sar. :  "After  the  Introit,  let  him  bring  ia  the  bread,  wine  and 
water.  Tlie  choir  may  be  entered  for  this  purj^jose  until  the  end  of  the 
first  coUect,"  which  followed  the  Gloria  ia  Excelsis. 

''  Also  in  the  French  rites  of  Rouen,  Sens,  Laudun,  Premontre. 
Sala  on  Bona  ui.  56. 

'  See  above,  vol.  i.  p.  251.  It  will  be  shewn  hereafter  (ch.  iii.)  that 
the  "Western  system  of  Gospels  was  imported  fi-om  the  same  quarter. 
Mr.  Keale  an-ives  at  the  same  conclusion  as  to  the  dafe  of  the  Roman 
Antiphon  (or  Introit),  which  he  refers  to  Pope  Celestine,  circ.  430, 
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found  in  the  Syr.  S.  James,  consisting  of  Ps.  xcv. 
1 — 0,  with  Alleluia,  Kyrie,  Sanctus,  each  repeated 
three  times,  and  Gloria  Patri ;  but  interwoven  with 
prayers.  To  this,  again,  the  Mozarabic  is  closely  allied, 
having  a  varying  verse  of  a  Psalm,  with  Alleluia  twice 
or  thrice,  and  Gloria.  The  purpose  of  all  this  varied 
song  was,  doubtless,  to  herald  in  the  symbols  of  the 
Incarnation,  and  to  prelude  the  great  hymn  on  that 
theme.  Another  widelv-prevailinij;  mode  of  doinir 
honour  to  the  action,  was  by  the  burning  of  incense, 
the  materials  of  the  Church's  sacrifice  being  now  in 
view.  To  this  purpose  there  is  in  this  place  a  rubrical 
direction  or  prayers,  or  both,  in  every  known  Liturgy™. 

It  was  thus,  then,  that  the  Church  throughout  the 
world  carried  out,  for  her  part,  the  Divine  precept  to 
the  angelic  hosts  of  which  St.  Paul  speaks ;  "  When 
He  bringcth  the  First-begotten  into  the  world  lie 
saith.  And  let  all  the  angels  of  God  worship  Ilim." 
The  coming  in  of  the  Elements  ever  sent  her  back  in 
thought  to  the  wondrous  time  when  "  the  Word  was 
made  Flesh  and  dwelt  among  us,  and  we  beheld  His 
G/oiy,  the  Glory  as  of  the  Only-begotten  of  tiic 
Father." 

It  only  remains  to  observe  that  the  Western  Church 
has  suffered  a  great  loss  of  ritual  expressiveness  by 
her  treatment  of  the  "  Gloria  in  Excelsis."  It  has  from 
some  early  period  been  used  on  Sundays  and  Fes- 
tivals only,  and  not  at  all  in  Advent  or  Lent :  and 
a  further  restriction  was  that  it  was  only  said  by  a 

(Tutrod.  p.  224,  sec  Bona  iii.  4S,)  wlio  would  doubtless  act  (ln:ou,[,'li  his 
Arolidcacon  Leo.  Mr.  Nealc  also  reeogniscs  the  tlircc  antiiihons  of  (lie 
Greek  Church  as  corresponding  to  tlic  Roman  introit. 

■»  Gr.  S.  Jas.,  3rd  and  5th  prayers;  Syr.  Jas.,  rubr.  and  prayer;  S. 
Mark,  prayer  after  tlie  Hymn;  Copt.  S.  Basil,  7th  prayer;  Armenian, 
rubric,  (Neale,  p.  381,  note);  Nestorian,  3rd  prayer;  Mozar.  init. 
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Bishop,  except  at  Easter".  It  is  difficult  to  believe 
for  a  moment,  after  what  we  have  seen  of  the  widely 
spread  use  of  it  or  its  equivalent  in  the  East,  as  a 
constant  feature  of  the  Liturgy,  that  it  was  at  the 
first  only  used  thus  occasionally  in  the  We>t.  Such 
a  supposition  leaves  her  without  any  adequate  ex- 
pression of  her  mind  in  reference  to  the  bringing  in 
of  the  Elements.  Indeed,  it  is  certain"  that  these 
restrictions  were  successively  imposed  with  a  view 
of  doing  honour  to  Festivals  and  to  the  hierarchy. 
The  English  Church  at  her  Eevision,  after  restoring 
the  great  Hymn  at  first  to  continual  use,  was  most 
infelicitous  subsequently  in  placing  it  after  consecra- 
tion and  reception.  Even  as  placed  there,  indeed,  it 
cannot  but  serve  an  excellent  purpose ;  as  did  the 
Asnus  Dei — an  extract  from  the  Gloria  in  Excelsis — 
placed  of  old  in  our  own  and  in  the  Roman  Use  be- 
tween consecration  and  reception.  But  ritually  speak- 
ing, the  transposition  is  as  clear  a  departure  from  the 

"  See  Bona,  i.  82,  &c.,  and  Sala. 

°  Thus  Amalarius  (9th  cent.  ap.  Mabillon,  Anal.  ii.  p.  103)  says  that 
in  his  time  "  the  omission  of  the  Te  Deum  and  Gloria  in  Excelsis  in 
Advent  and  Lent  was  only  observed  by  some  Churches,  and  not  at  all  by 
monastic  or  collegiate  bodies :" — and  even  the  lloman  Order  of  Service 
written  in  the  twelfth  century  says  that  they  were  in  use  in  Rome  on 
Sundays  in  Advent ;  (Mabillon,  Iter.  Ital.  ii.  p.  120).  The  very  ancient 
Irish  ilissal  of  Dr.  O'Conor  of  the  tenth  or  eleventh  centui-y  contains  the 
Hymn  (preceded  by  an  anthem  or  introit)  without  any  restriction  as  to 
its  use  to  Sundays,  exactly  as  it  appears  in  Syr.  Lit.  S.  Jas. — Martene 
(i.  p.  132)  strangely  affirms  that  the  Gloria  in  Excelsis  was  never  used 
in  the  Litui-gy  of  the  French  Chui'ch,  whereas  he  himself  gives  several 
instances  of  it  in  the  rites  of  Tours,  Verdun,  Maude,  and  in  an  ancient 
"expositio  missse"  of  the  time  of  Charlemagne,  (i.  159) ;  besides  that  the 
Galilean  Sacramentary  (v.  Mabillon,  Mas.  Ital.  i.  2 SI)  appends  the 
Hymn  as  to  be  used  "ad  missam,"  doubtless  in  the  usual  position. 
!Mr.  Pahner  has  wrongly  cited  this  as  countenancing  the  present  in- 
correct position  of  the  Hymn  in  the  English  Office.  John  de  Beleth, 
Bishop  of  Paris  in  1162,  describes  it  as  a  regular  part  of  the  Missa. 
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ancient  method  of  using  it,  as  its  restoration  to  con- 
stant use  was  accordant  therewith. 


SECTION   VI. 

The  Litany. 

But  there  are  other  emotions  and  actions,  besides 
those  of  joy  and  praise,  which  are  prompted  by  tlie 
thought  of  the  Incarnation.  The  great  Economy,  in 
all  its  course,  is  at  every  step  suggestive  of  "  prayers 
and  supplications,"  no  less  than  of  giving  of  thanks. 
The  first  introduction  of  the  idea  of  the  Incarnation 
has  not  failed,  accordingly,  to  draw  after  it,  in  the 
liturgies,  very  solemn  pleadings,  intercessions,  and 
Litanies. 

We  have  seen  that  two  principal  ones,  S.  James 
and  S.  Mark,  have  no  "  introit"  to  herald  in  the 
Gloria  in  Excelsis  and  the  Elements.  But  both  have 
initial  prayers,  governed  by  the  same  numerical  law 
as  the  introits  of  Constantinople  and  Rome.  Thus 
S.  Mark  has  three  prayers,  (1.  a  paraphrase  of  the 
Lord's  Prayer,  2.  for  the  King,  3.  for  the  Patriarch,) 
with  three  Kyries  before  each.  S.  James  has  nine 
prayers  P,  seven  before  the  Hymn,  and  two  after  it, 
adding  a  brief  litany  of  three  petitions.  These  prayers 
plainly  recognise  the  bringing  in  of  the  Elements, 
and  there  is  reason  for  saying '  that  they  once  did  so 
more  distinctly.  In  a  word,  they  are  introit  prayers. 
And  such  Churches  as  had  introit  hymns  failed  not  to 

'  Neale,  prcf.  to  Tetral.,  p.  42,  and  Introd.,  p.  300. 

•>  On  comparing  two  prayers  of  the  same  tenor  in  Gr.  und  Syr.  S. 
Jas.,  we  find  the  one  ofFcring  incense,  but  the  other  tlie  oblations :  "  Uod 
Who  didst  receive  the  gifts  of  Abel,  Noah,  and  Abraliam,"  (Gr.  adds  "  und 
the  incef/xe  of  Aaron,"  as  Syr.  S.  Jas.  alio  loco,— "and  /achariah,")  "re- 
ceive this  incense"  (Gr.,  but  "these  ollcring.s,"  Syr.)  "at  the  hands  of,"  &c. 
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add  prayers  or  litanies  also.  Thus  in  the  Syriac,  as 
we  have  seen  ^  the  two  are  mingled.  The  Use  of  Con- 
stantinople, besides  that  it  joins  prayers  to  each  of  the 
three  antiphons  of  its  introit,  commences  with  a  litany 
of  nine  petitions '.  This  example  was  followed  in  the 
West,  which  certainly  had  an  initial  litany  from  the 
first,  and  as  late  as  the  ninth  century  \  as  a  constant 
feature. 

At  what  exact  point  the  Western  Litany — the 
grandest  in  the  world — originally  stood,  is  not  quite 
clear.  But  it  is  most  probable  that  the  order  was, 
1.  Prayer  for  purity  ;  2.  The  Introibo,  with  Ps.  xlii. ; 
3.  Kyrie  and  the  Lord's  Prayer;  4.  Litany;  5.  Li- 
troit,  with  the  Elements  ;  6.  Gloria  in  Excelsis.  (There 
was  no  Confiteor  as  yet.)  Nor  can  it  be  too  strongly 
insisted  upon  that  the  Litany  was  thus  a  strictly 
Eucharistic  feature  ;  and  that  its  ejection  from  the 
rite  was  a  grievous  loss,  which  the  English  Church  in 
the  sixteenth  century  righteously  and  nobly  repaired. 
It  had  at  that  time  ceased  to  be  used  at  any  Festival 
celebration  in  the  West.  In  connection  with  the 
Eucharist  it  was  only  said  at  Ordinations  and  on 
Easter  Eve.  In  England,  however,  during  Lent, 
a  part  of  it  was  used,  before  the  entire  celebration,  on 
all  Wednesdays  and  Fridays "".  It  was  hence  that, 
at  our  Fii-st  Revision,  it  was  appointed''  to  be  said 
before  celebration  on  these  days,  as  well  as  on  Sun- 
days in  lieu  of  a  Bidding  Prayer. 

'  Viz.  Ps.  xcv.  1 — 6,  penitential  prayer  of  incense,  three  Kyries, 
Trisagion,  Gloria  Patri,  litany,  prayer  of  approach  :  above,  p.  319. 

'  There  are  apparently  ten,  but  the  foui'th  and  fifth  manifestly  form 
but  one. 

'  Goar  on  Lit.  S.  Chrys.,  n.  62  ;  Bona,  ii.  4,  3. 

"  Transl.  of  Sarum  Psalter,  p.  406  ;  from  the  Sarum  Processionale. 

^  Iiijuuctions  of  Edw.  VI.,  1547  ;  see  above,  lutrod.,  p.  115. 
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It  will  be  well  worth  our  while  to  dwell  for  a  mo- 
ment on  the  rationale  of  this  admirable  feature  of  our 
Eucharistic  service  ;  more  especially  as  its  real  nature 
has  been  very  imperfectly  apprehended.  It  is  only 
by  due  consideration  of  its  ancient  position,  as  an- 
cillary to  the  bringing  in  of  the  Elements,  that  its 
marvellous  power  and  depth  of  meaning  can  be  ap- 
preciated. 

We  have  said,  then,  that  the  Litany  followed,  most 
probably,  the  Kyrie  Eleison  (or  short  litany)  and  the 
Lord's  Prayer.  Accordingly,  all  the  earlier  part  of 
it  is  simply  a  development,  1.  of  that  trinal  invocation, 
and  2.  of  the  first  and  last  two  clauses  of  that  Prayer, 
— the  "  Pater  noster,"  and  the  "  ne  inducas  in  tenta- 
tionem,  sed  libera  nos  a  malo^."  Beginning  with 
"  0  God  the  Father,  of  heaven,"  it  proceeds  with 
solemn  invocation  of  the  whole  Trinity.  The  first 
petition  in  all  varieties  of  the  Western  Litany,  and  in 
our  own,  is,  "  From  all  evil,  Lord  deliver  us,"  which 
furnishes  the  form  of  all  the  deprecations.  In  fact, 
we  clearly  have  here  what  the  Eastern  Churches  call 
an  embolismus^',  or  "enlargement"  of  the  final  peti- 
tion, using  it,  now,  just  before  reception ;  but  an- 
ciently ^  doubtless,  in  the  position  we  are  now  con- 

y  The  originals  of  our  Litany  may  be  seen,  in  Latin,  in  the  Pori  iroriuni 
Sarisb.,  (Leslie,  1843,)  p.  Ill;  in  English,  in  the  translated  tSaruni 
Psalter,  (Masters,)  p.  407,  with  the  important  variations  of  the  York 
and  Hereford  Uses. 

^  Literally  "intercalation."  Latin  writers  render  it  "cxcrcsccnlia, 
superaugrnenium."  lioua,  iii.  !i05.  For  specimens,  see  Ncale,  Jul  rod., 
pp.  626,  &c. 

"  It  will  be  sliewn  hereafter  that  tin;  Lord's  Prayer  was  transposed 
from  the  beginning  to  the  reception.  It  did  not  alwiii/H  caiTy  with  it 
the  cmbolismuiu,  as  e.g.  S.  Chrys.  has  none;  S.  Mark  a  very  short  one; 
bill  Ihc  former  has  a  single  petition  of  the  kind  in  its  earlier  Litany, 
"That  we  may  be  delivered   from  ail   tribulation,  wrath,  danger,  and 

Y  2 
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sideriiig.  The  ])articnlar  evils  vvliicli  the  Litany  pro- 
ceeds to  deprecate,  are  precisely  those  which,  as  we 
liave  soen  above,  are  suggested  by  our  Lord's  warn- 
ings to  Judas,  St.  Peter,  and  the  twelve,  and  which 
are  referred  to  in  the  opening  prayers  of  other  Com- 
munion offices  ;  "From  the  snares  of  the  devil,  from 
pride,  vain-glory,  hatred,  and  all  ill-will,  deliver  us." 
But  now  follows,  in  all  Western  Litanies,  a  feature 
in  some  sense  peculiar  to  them.  It  has  been  remarked 
elsewhere  ^  that  the  West  has  distinguished  herself  by 
her  zeal  in  expressly  jjleacU?!^  the  work  of  Christ  on 
behalf  of  His  Church.  And  this,  accordingly,  is  the 
purpose  to  which,  in  her  Eucharistic  Litany,  she 
has  turned  the  thought  of  the  Licarnation,  brought  to 
view  by  the  entrance  of  the  Elements.  If  we  revert 
for  a  moment  to  the  East,  we  find  several  Liturgies 
making  commemoration  at  this  point  in  the  service,  or 
a  little  later,  of  that  great  Economy  and  of  the  several 
steps  of  it.  Thus  in  the  very  ancient  Armenian  rite, 
in  preparing  the  Elements  before  bringing  them  in, 
the  priest  says,  "  In  commemoration  and  on  account 
of  the  Incarnation  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ  °."  Othei's 
accompany ''  the  putting  on  of  the  veil  which  covers 
the  Elements — a  symbol  of  the  Word  taking  the 
Flesh — with  the  words  "  the  Lord  hath  reigned.  He 
hath  put  on  glorious  apparel."  And  in  this  unde- 
veloped form  the  pleading  of  the  Economy  found 
place  in  some  Western  Litanies.     Thus  in  one^  of  the 

necessity ;"  and  the  latter  lias  left  a  parapbra.se  of  the  whole  prayer  as 
tlie  first  of  its  three  opening  collects. 

•"  Above,  vol.  i.  p.  373. 

'  Neale,  Introd.,  p.  355. 

•"  Syr.  S.  Jas. ;   Renand.,  Lit.  S.  Clujs.,  "Office  of  preparation; 
Neale,  Introd.,  p.  351. 

*  Printed  by  Bona,  Eer.  Lit..  Appendix,  from  a  MS.  of  Cardiaial  Chigi. 
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tenth  century,  the  single  pleading  is,  "  That  by  Tliy 
Incarnation  Thou  wouldest  open  the  entrance  for  us 
into  the  Holy  of  Holies."  But  in  one  at  least  of  the 
Eastern  rites  the  successive  steps  in  the  Economy,  nine 
in  number,  are  enumerated,  and  made  a  ground  of 
intercession.  In  the  Syriac  \  very  early  in  the  rite,  just 
after  the  Elements  have  been  placed  ready  on  the 
altar,  and  the  veil  removed,  we  have, — 

"  0  pure  Lamb,  and  without  spot,  who  didst  olFer  Thyself  to 
Thy  Father  an  acceptable  Sacrifice,  for  the  salvation  and  pro- 
pitiation of  the  whole  world;  Grant  that  we  may  offer  ourselves 
to  Thee  a  living  sacrifice,  0  Christ,  our  God." 

Then  taking  the  paten  and  cup,  containing  the  Elements,  into 
his  right  and  left  hand,  he  says,  "  We  make  remembrance  of  our 
Lurd  God  and  Savioiir  Jesus  Chi-ist,  and  of  the  whole  of  the 
saving  Dispensation  for  us.  For  behold,  we  now  celebrate  the 
commemoration,  according  to  His  Divine  precept,  over  the  Eu- 
chaiist^  which  lies  before  us,  of  1.  His  Annunciation  by  the 
Archangel;  2.  His  Nativity  in  the  Flesh;  3.  His  Baptism  in 
Jordan;  4.  His  saving  Passion  ;  5.  His  lifting  up  on  the  Cross; 
6.  His  Life-giving  Death;  7.  His  glorious  Burial;  8.  His  re- 
nowned Resurrection;  and  9.  His  Session  at  the  Right  Hand 
of  God  ihe  Father." 

Then  particular  persons  are  remembered,  especially  the  de- 
parted, at  some  length.  The  Elements  are  set  down  again  on  the 
Altai-,  and  a  supplication  made  for  all ;  for  rich  and  poor,  widows 
a.id  orphans,  for  distressed  and  sick,  and  all  who  have  desired  to 
be  remembered,  and  for  the  departed,  ending  with  three  Kyries 
and  the  Lord's  Prayer. 

Now  here  we  have  all  the  leading  features  of  tlu; 
Western  Litany;  the  invocation  of  the  Lamb;  tin; 
"memorial"  of  every  step  in  the  Economy;  tlie  dc- 
j)rrcations,  and  the  Lord's  Prayer.  The  chief  points 
of  difference  are   that   the  Lamb  is   invoked  at    tiie 

'  Viz,  in  the  second  of  the  three  forms  of  the  indinliiclory  part,  ii.s 
given  by  Reuaudot,  p.  16. 

*  So  the  Elciuents  arc  called  "  Eucliarihliu"  in  th<!  Vm\i,\\^\\  ritrH; 
Maskeli,  p.  32,  rubric  for  bringing  in  the  Eicincnts. 
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beginning  instead  of  at.  the  end,  and  that  tlie  language 
throughout  is  more  pointedly  Eucharistic.  But  all 
this  only  interprets  for  us  the  better  the  pleadings 
contained  in  our  Western  Litany.  It  is  manifest  that 
the  design  of  this  corresponding  portion  of  the  Syriac 
rite,  was  to  carry  out,  even  in  this  very  early  stage  of 
the  service,  the  precept  of  Clirist  concerning  "making 
remembrance"  of  Him  and  of  His  Divine  Actions : 
and  we  learn  from  hence  to  use  the  pleadings  in  our 
own  Litany  in  the  same  sense.  And  it  is  specially 
worthy  of  remark,  that  whereas  the  staple  contents  of 
all  Liturgies,  and  of  this  among  the  number,  are 
addressed  to  God  the  Father,  this  portion  is  addressed 
to  the  Son :  and  that  in  our  Litany  exactly  the  same 
change  of  address  is  observable.  The  reason  in  both 
cases  is  to  be  found  in  the  structure  of  the  Gloria  in 
Excelsis,  to  which  the  Litanies  lead  up,  and  which, 
beginning  with  "  Heavenly  King,  God  the  Father 
Almighty,"  turns  next  to  "  Jesu  Christ,  0  Lord  God, 
Lamb  of  God."  It  is  the  prolongation  of  the  latter 
address  which  gives  substance  and  shaping  to  the 
Litany. 

And  that  this  Eastern  specimen  of  eucharistic 
pleading,  though  a  solitary  one,  was  highly  esteemed, 
appears  from  its  having  been,  in  the  fourth  century, 
rendered  into  a  very  solemn  hymn,  by  Ephrem  Syrus, 
"  the  sweet  singer"  of  the  farther  East^.     It  passed, 

•"  Part  of  this  hymu  as  given  by  Bona,  Rer.  Lit.  i.  9,  in  Latin,  may 
be  thus  translated :  the  Syriac  is  in  seven-syllable  metre : — 
"  Glory  to  the  Trinity, 
The  perpetual  and  eternal, 
Over  this  sweet-smelling  savour, 
Which  we  oflFer  to  Thy  honour  ; 
Lord,  forgive  thereby  our  tresp.iss. 
We  remember,  in  our  pleadings, 
Over  this  sweet-  smelling  savour. 
Lord,  Thy  blest  Annunciation, 
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moreover,  in  a  very  quaint  and  singular  form,  and  at 
some  early  period,  into  the  farther  West.  It  should 
be  explained  that  in  the  Liturgy  of  S.  James,  both 
Greek  and  Syriac',  the  manner  of  preparing  the  bread 
for  the  altar,  is  to  have  five^  small  and  flat  loaves  on 
the  paten,  round,  but  each  having  a  smaller  square 
projection  above;  from  one  of  them  this  projection 
is  cut  off  horizontally,  and  divided  crosswise  into 
four  parts,  which  are  arranged  in  the  form  of  a  cross. 
There  are  thus  nine  portions  of  bread  in  all ;  and 
these  again  are,  in  the  Greek  rite,  subdivided ;  the 
use  made  of  the  portions  being  to  offer  them  for 
various  persons.  In  the  Syriac  there  is  no  sub- 
division ;  but  the  nine  portions  are  what  the  celebrant 
has  in  his  hand  when  he  says  the  pleadings  and  Litany 
above  described.  Now  it  will  be  remembered,  that 
the  number  of  steps  into  which  the  Dispensation  is 
there  divided  is  nine^  and  there  can  be  no  doubt  that 
these  were  intended  to  be  associated  with  the  nine 
portions  over  which  memorial  was  made.  In  the 
Coptic  rite  of  S.  Basil,  again,  the  number  of  nine 
portions  is  produced,  after  consecration,  however,  by 
simply    dividing    one   loaf   by    two    cross    incisions 

Thy  Nati\'ity  and  Nurture, 

And  Thy  Crucifixion  for  us, 

And  Thy  precious  Death  and  Burial, 

And  Thy  glorious  Resurrection, 

Thine  Ascension  into  Heaven, 

And  Thy  Session  there  in  glory, 

And  all  that  Thy  Dispensation, 

Which  Thy  Will  hath  wrought  among  us." 

The  exquisite  llhythms  and  Homilies  of  St.  Eplircm  have  lately  been 
translated. 

'  Ncule,  Introd.,  p.  342 ;  Tetral.,  2G0  ;  Iknaud.  i.  .'J,  V^. 

^  In  remembrance  of  the  five  loaves  blessed  by  our  Lord  in  the 
wilderness.  So  the  Mozarabic  l)rayer,  \v1h;ii  the  bread  was  br()ui,'hl  : 
"Bless  this  bread,  as  Thou  didst  bless  I  Ik;  live  loaves  in  the  deserl." 
Neale,  p.  d-IJl.     Sec  the  shape  of  the  lf)avcs,  itiid  ,  [i.  '-WH.. 
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each  way.  All  these  portions  are  then  ar- 
ranged in  the  form  of  a  Latin  cross  :  the 
middle  portion,  retaining  its  position,  is  called  the 
Lord's  Body,  and  symbolizes  the  Licarnation.  And  it 
is  probable  that,  anciently,  the  other  portions  repre- 
sented the  successive  Actions  of  Christ  in  the  Flesh. 
Certain  it  is  that  this  singular  treatment  of  the  Bread 
passed  over  to  the  Spanish  Church  with  this  express 
application.  Of  the  nine  portions^  seven  are  arranged 
in  a  cross,  two  left  separate ; 
and  each  one  carries  as  its 
signature  some  one  of  the 
steps  of  Christ's  work  for 
man.  These  differ  slightly, 
as  will  be  seen,  from  those 
in  the  Syriac  ;  but  they  are 
so  much  the  nearer  to  the 
most  usual  forms  of  the 
Western  Litany.  More- 
over, commemoration  and 
pleading  are  made  over  the 
portions  on  behalf  of  the  living;    followed  by   the 

'  Produced  exactly  as  in  the  Greek  and  Syriac  S.  James.  So  the 
rubric  :  "Let  him  break  the  Oblation  in  the  middle  (i.e.  horizontally), 
and  put  the  middle  part  on  the  paten  and  divide  this  into  five,  the  other 
iato  four." 


(«)  (S)  (&£] 


Olorf. 


Si/r.  S.  James. 


Dispensation. 

1.  Annunc.  and  Concept. 

2.  Nativity  in  the  Elesh. 

3.  Baptism  in  Jordan. 

4.  Saviag  Passion. 

5.  Lifting  on  the  Cross. 

6.  Lifegiving  Death. 

7.  Glorious  Burial. 

8.  llenowned  Resurrect. 

9.  Ascension.     Session. 


Mozarabic. 


1.  Licarnation, 

2.  Nativity. 

3.  Circumcision. 

4.  Apparition  (Baptism.) 

5.  Passion. 

6.  Death. 

7.  Resurrection. 

8.  Glory. 

9.  Kingdom. 


Eng.  Primer. 


Mystery  of  Thy  Holy 

1.  Incarnation. 

2.  Holy  Nativity. 

3.  Circum.  &  Baptism. 

4.  Fasting  and  Suffering 

5.  Passion  and  Death. 

6.  Blessed  Burial. 

7.  Glorious  Resarrectior 

8.  Marvellous  Ascension 
j9.  Grace  of  Holy  Gh 
I  the  Comforter. 
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Lord's  Prayer  with  the  emhoUsmus.  "  Dehvered  from 
all  evil"",  confirmed  in  all  good,  may  we  be  able  to 
serve  Thee,  &c. ;  .  ,  .  give  redemption  to  the  cap- 
tives, health  to  the  sick,"  &c.  This,  then,  is  the 
form  in  which  the  Spanish  Chnrch  has  received  the 
pleadings  of  the  Litany.  We  may  specially  notice  the 
mention  of  the  Circumcision,  which,  as  far  as  we 
know,  is  found  nowhere  else  in  East  or  West  except 
in  the  English  Litany,  both  in  the  Public  Office, 
and  in  one  of  the  Primers.  It  is  from  this  last 
source"  that  our  present  pleadings  are  derived,  rather 
than  from  the  old  public  litanies,  with  which  they 
accord  less  closely.  And  the  more  immediate  parent 
of  that  Primer  Use,  again,  is  obviously,  from  the 
close  correspondence  of  the  two,  the  Spanish  form 
just  described.  The  number  of  Actions  in  our 
litanies  is  still  nine  ;  or,  however,  may  be  so  reckoned, 
though  it  is  improbable  that  our  Revisers  intended  it. 
A  tabular  view  of  the  pleadings  is  given  below. 

"^  Compare  Western  Absolution  retained  in  our  Communion  Office  : 
"  Pardon  and  deliver  you  from  all  your  sins ;  confirm  and  strengthen 
you  in  all  goodness." 

°  It  is  printed  by  MaskeU,  Mon.  Hit.,  ii.  95, 102.  Another,  in  p.  217, 
has  only  these  five  pleadings — "The  Incarnation,  Passion,  Resurrec- 
tion, Ascension,  Grace  of  the  Holy  Ghost."  It  is  from  these  two 
litanies  that  our  order  of  praying  for  1.  Kings,  2.  Bisliops,  was  derived  ; 
these  being  most  popularly  known.  This  order  obtains  also  in  a  Litany 
of  the  eighth  century,  printed  by  Mabillon,  Anal,  ii.  p.  074- 


\^tig.  Prayer-book. 

i 

'  Mystery  of  Holy 

'.carnation. 

'itiv.  &  Circumcision. 

1  pt.,  Past.,  Temp. 

.  ;ony  &  Bloody  Sweat. 

loss  and  Passion. 

path  and  Burial. 

prious  Resurrection. 

j  ccnsion. 

!  ining    of     the    Holy 

I  ihost. 


Sarum. 


Mystery  of  Holy  Incarna- 
tion. 

1.  Nativity. 

2.  Holy  Circumcision. 

3.  Bapti-sm. 

4.  Pasting. 

5.  Cross  and  Passion. 

6.  Precious  JJeath. 

7.  Glorious  l{esnrrcetinn. 

8.  Wonderful  Ascension. 

9.  Grace    of   Holy    Ghost 

the  Comforter. 


liOliKOl. 


1.  Mystery  of  Incarnatinu. 

2.  Coming. 

3.  Nativity. 

4.  Baptism  and  Pasting. 
.5.  (Jross  and  I'lis^ion. 

0.  Dialli  and  I'.niiiil. 

7,  Ilolv  JJcsnrnrlion 

8,  Admirable  Ascension. 

9,  Coming  of  Holy  Ghost 

tlic  C'onifnrlci . 
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SECTION  VII. 

The  Epistle  and  Gospel, 

Continuing  our  survey  of  the  Divine  Action  on 
the  night  of  the  Holy  Institution,  we  find  that  the 
words  of  glorification,  so  to  call  them,  in  which  the 
whole  course  of  the  Economy  was  summed  up,  and 
which  gave  occasion  to  the  Church's  hymns  "  Only- 
begotten"  and  Gloria  in  Excelsis,  were  immediately 
succeeded"  by  the  address,  as  of  an  Elder  Brother, 
"  Little  children ;"  the  announcement  of  their  im- 
pending orphanhood  ;  and  the  giving  of  a  "  new  com- 
mnndment,"  which  that  event  would  render  more  ne- 
cessary than  ever,  "to  love  one  another  as  He  had 
loved  them."  And  this  keeping  of  His  command- 
ments is,  in  the  discourse  which  occupies  St.  John's 
next  chapter,  reiterated  once  and  again ^  with  the 
added  motive  or  adjuration,  "  If  ye  love  Me,  keep 
My  commandments." 

Now  here  we  recognise,  1.  an  exact  parallelism  to 
the  Jewish  Service  above  sketched  out,  (p.  293).  For, 
after  the  evening  psalms,  and  a  thanksgiving  for  the 
creation  of  evening  and  nighty  and  just  before  the 
prayer  of  oblation  of  the  sacrifice,  follows  a  com- 
memoration of  the  law  and  commandments,  and  of 
God's  everlasting  love,  which  Israel  promises  never  to 
forget.  And,  2.  it  is  also  at  this  very  point  in  her 
service,  after  the  Gloria  in  Excelsis,  that  the  Church 

»  St.  John  xiii.  33.  p  Vers.  15,  21. 

*•  With,  this  we  may  perhaps  compare  the  emphatic  remark  of  this 
Evangelist,  that  "it  was  night"  when  Jndas  went  out.  Add  to  this 
the  frequent  mention  of  "  this  night,"  and  the  "  night  much  to  be  ob- 
served," Exod.  xii.  *i2 ;  and  the  occurrence  in  ahnost  all  Liturgies  of 
•'  on  the  same  night,  &c." 
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throughout  the  world  interposes  her  reading  of  Holy 
Scripture.  The  universahty  of  this  arrangement,  as 
to  the  position  of  the  Eucharistic  Scriptures,  is  truly 
astonishing.  But  the  reason  of  it  in  all  probability 
lies  before  us.  In  the  old  ritual,  in  synagogue  or 
Temple'',  before  they  drew  near  to  the  offering  of  the 
morning  or  evening  sacrifice,  Israel  was  taught  to 
listen  obediently  to  the  commandments  of  their  God, 
and  to  avow  their  belief  in  Him,  and  their  stedfast 
purpose  to  abide  in  His  love.  Our  Lord,  in  like 
manner,  ere  He  offered  His  Sacrifice  of  Himself  for 
His  Church,  would  require  from  them  obedience  to 
one  all-comprehensive  commandment  of  love, — urge 
upon  them  a  lesson  of  answering  love  for  the  love 
wherewith  He  had  loved  them.  And  hence  the 
Church  too,  at  this  point  in  her  service,  bethinks 
her,  diligently  and  lovingly,  of  all  "that  Jesus  began 
both  to  do  and  to  teach."  And  this  perhaps  is  the 
reason  why,  in  the  great  majority  of  Liturgies ",  there 
appears  never  to  have  been  in  this  phicc  a  "  Pro- 
phecy" or  lection  from  the  Old  Testament,  except 
on  certain  days,  but  only  an  "Epistle  and  Gospel." 
The  peculiar  duty  of  the  Church  in  her  Eucharistic 
Office  was  to  call  her  Lord's  words,  and  those  of 
His  Apostles,  to  remembrance  -.  she  might  well  place 
the  reading  of  the  Old  Testament  in  the  introductory 
or  ordinary  office*.     It  is  difficult  to   suppose,   with 


'  See  Prideaux,  Connection. 

•  Scil.  Syr.  S.Ja.s.,  S.  Basil,  S.  Chrys.  (only  P.salin.s,  Ep.,  Gosp.) ; 
S.Mark,  Coptic  S.Basil;  ]lom,,  Eiif,'.,  Mil.mcsc.  The  cxcepliou.s  Jirn 
Gk.  S.  Jas.,  Arm.,  Moz.,  Gall.,  African. 

'  This  is  probably  the  account  to  be  given  of  Ju.sliii  Martyr'.s  saying, 
(and  the  Ap.  Const,  after  him,)  that  the  reading  of  Scripture  at  largo 
])reccdcd  the  bringing  for\vard  even  of  the  elements.  It  is  inconceivable 
that  the  "Kpistle  aiul  (iu.spcl"  systf-ni  would  have  bcromc  v)  univcrHnl, 
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some  ritualists", — though  it  may  have  been  so, — 
that  the  Okl  Scriptures  were  originally  read  here, 
in  all  Liturgies,  but  afterwards  in  most  of  them 
laid  aside.  Whereas  some,  having  special  affinities'' 
Avith  the  elder  system,  might  have  been  peculiar  in 
having  Old  Testament  Scriptures  as  well  as  New. 

There  is  some  little  difficulty,  indeed,  it  is  true, 
in  imagining  how  the  place  of  the  New  Testament 
Scriptures  was  filled  up,  and  as  it  were  kept  for 
them,  before  they  were  written.  We  cannot  bat  ob- 
serve, however,  that  a  brief  "  Gospel"  proceeded  from 
the  lips  of  Christ  Himself  at  the  point  which  we 
have  reached  in  the  Eucharistic  narrative,  and  occu- 
pies, in  some  form  or  other,  a  corresponding  position 
in  every  Liturgy.  After  the  commandment  to  love 
one  another,  the  Saviour  proceeded  at  once  to  unfold 
the  objective  Faith,  which  was  to  be  the  stay  and 
solace  of  the  world  till  He  should  come  again.  This 
was  His  "  Gospel,"  the  detailed  and  clear  announce- 
ment of  Father,  Son,  and  Holy  Ghost,  and  of  their 
several  Offices  henceforth  towards  man  ^.  The  Father 
to  receive  them  to  many  mansions ;  the  Son  to  return, 
and  the  Father  in  Him,  so  as  not  to  leave  them  "  or- 
phans ;"  the  Holy  Ghost  to  be  a  yet  further  Com- 
forter. And  all  this  was  marvellously  and  soothingly 
summed  up  in  the  threefold  "Peace."  "Peace  I 
leave  with  you ;  My  peace  I  give  unto  you ;  not  as 
the  world  giveth,  give  I  (peace)  unto  you."  And  cer- 
tain it  is,  that  all  Liturgies  sound  more  or  less  fully 

had  they  not  ab-eady  iu  his  time  existed,  at  least  in  germ.  And  this  the 
brevity  of  his  narrative  allows  of. 

"  Palmer,  Neale,  &c.  Sala,  on  Bona,  i.  108,  takes  the  view  in  the 
text. 

*  As  the  Gk.  S.  Jas.  and  Armenian. 

^  St.  John  xiv.  1—26. 
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this  note  of  "  peace"  at  the  reading  of  the  "  Gos- 
pel," while  some  render  it  with  peculiar  fulness  ^ 
Tlie  more  usual  foim  is  "Peace  be  with  you,"  or  "to 
all,"  or  "to  thee  that  evangelizest"."  And  the  Office 
hereabouts  is  otherwise  full  of  the  idea  of  peace. 
There  are  litanies  for  peace  after  the  Gospel ;  one 
Church^  prays  for  the  presence  of  angels  of  peace, 
and  "the  peace  which  passeth  all  understanding:" 
and  all  have  some  prayer  of  the  kind.  Our  "  Bidding 
Prayer,"  between  the  Gospel  and  its  exposition,  the 
Sermon,  is  no  other  than  a  litany  whose  especial 
biu'den  is  peace '^;  and  our  evening  collect  for  peace 
is  generally  included.  But  above  all  the  Kiss  of  peace, 
whether  primitively  or  not,  has  certainly  from  very 
early  times  been  used  here. 

It  would  easily  follow  that  when  Epistles  first,  and 
afterwards  Gospels,  were  written,  portions  of  them 
would  fall  into  the  position  thus  marked  out  from 
the  beginning.  The  "Epistles,"  as  being  of  earlier 
date^  would  naturally  be  assigned  the  earlier  place, 

*  e.  g.  the  Moz. ;  just  before  "  It  is  very  meet,  right,  &c."  Tlic  orJer 
is,  "  For  Thou  art  our  Peace.  .  .  .  The  Grace  of  God  the  Father,  tlie 
peace  and  love  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  the  fellowsliip,  &c.  f.  As  ye 
stand,  give  the  peace.  B^.  'My  peace  I  give  untu  you,  My  peace  I  com- 
mend to  you  (sic,  not  as  in  the  text  of  St.  John),  not  as  the  world 
giveth  give  I  peace  {sic)  unto  you.  A  new  comniandincnt  give  I  unto 
you,  that  ye  love  one  another,  f.  My  peace,  &c.,  (thrice  repealed)." 
These  variations  in  the  passage  as  it  stands  in  St.  John  are  highly  curi- 
ous, and  lend  some  countenance  to  the  conjecture  in  (lie  text,  as  indi- 
cating a  separate  tradition;  exactly  as  in  tlie  case  of  the  slightly  vary- 
ing words  of  Institution  in  the  Liturgies. 

'  St.  Chi^sostom. 

''  Armenian. 

•=  See  the  interesting  collection  of  Bidding  Prayers  from  1319  down- 
wards, Parker,  1840.  In  one  form,  the  Sarum  Proccssioiml,  1645,  it  is 
ordered  to  be  said  in  parochial  churches  "  piL-^t  cvangclium  ct  olTer- 
torium."     lb.,  p.  70. 

''  See  above,  i'art  }.,  j).  \'-'>'->. 
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that  so  the  "  Gospel"  and  its  "  Peace"  might  serve 
as  a  climax,  and  immediately  precede  celebration. 
It  may  have  been  long  ere  a  full  scheme  of  selected 
and  varying  Epistles  and  Gospels  were  adopted. 
There  is  a  Western  Communion  Office^  dating  as 
late  as  the  sixth  century,  and  probably  in  use  "for 
several  ages  after,  which  has  but  one  Epistle  and 
Gospel  for  the  whole  year.  These  are  respectively 
from  1  Cor.  xi.  and  St.  John  vi. 

SECTION  VIII. 

The  Creed — The  Trisagion. 

Thus  far,  then,  of  the  Church's  universal  habit  of 
introducing  the  Scriptures  of  the  New  Testament  at 
this  juncture  in  her  service.  Of  the  Creed,  we  can 
speak  far  less  positively.  In  its  present  fulness,  of 
course,  the  Eucharistic  Creed  now  used  throughout 
the  v^orld  cannot  have  been  known  to  the  early 
Church.  The  date  of  its  insertion  in  its  completed 
form,  in  most  Liturgies,  is  fairly  attested  \  But  this 
leaves  the  question  open,  whether  there  was  in  the 
primitive  Church  anything  of  that  nature.  The  readi- 
ness, and  on  the  whole,  the  uniformity,  with  which 
the  Nicene  Creed  was  admitted  and  placed  between 
the  Gospel  and  the  Oblation  of  the  Elements,  would 
seem  to  suggest,  1.  that  in  all  Chm'ches  the  Creed 
element  existed  already,  and  2.  that  this  was  felt  to 
be  the  proper  place  for  the  enlarged  form  of  it. 

"  The  famous  Irish  Missal  published  by  Dr.  O'Conor. 

'  In  the  East  it  would  seem  to  have  been  recited  at  first  only  on 
Good  Friday,  when  the  Bishop  catechised  the  candidates  for  Baptism. 
It  was  not  used  constantly  at  Antioch  in  471,  in  Constantinople  in  510, 
in  Spain  in  589.  At  Rome  (it  is  said)  not  until  1014.  See  Bona,  ii.  8  ; 
Bingham  x.  4.  17. 
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Now,  what  is  a  Creed?  As  distinguished  from  all 
other  forms  of  religious  expression,  it  is  an  assent  to 
truth  made  for  its  own  sake.  While  they  are,  essen- 
tially, acts  of  worship,  accidentally  acts  of  faith ;  this 
is  in  its  essence  an  act  of  faith,  and  only  accidentally 
of  worship.  It  may  be  offered  as  a  hymn  :  and  the 
Church  has  been  ever  wont  so  to  use  it.  But  in 
its  proper  nature  it  looks  down  into  the  depths 
of  man's  own  consciousness,  and  has  for  its  purpose 
to  secure  and  express  his  rehgious  fidelity.  It  also 
contains  in  it,  more  strongly  and  more  consciously 
than  other  forms,  an  element  of  negation  and  re- 
nunciation. It  puts  away,  with  thoughtful  resolve 
and  steady  voice,  all  other  allegiance.  In  it  man 
speaks  to  God  and  the  world  his  convictions  about 
things  Divine.  Now  forms  to  this  effect  were  of 
exceedingly  frequent  use  in  the  old  Jewish  Offices. 
That  constantly  recited  summary  and  injunction, 
"  Hear,  0  Israel,  the  Lord  our  God  is  one  I^ord  : 
and  thou  shalt  love,"  &c.,  had  its  response  in  short 
but  strong  and  hearty  creed-like  formulae  pervading 
the  whole  services,  and  sometimes  gathered  up  into 
a  veritable  "  Creed."  Their  prayers  took  to  a  great 
degree  the  vocative  form  of  reiterated  assent  to  the 
perfections  and  doings  of  God  :  such  as  "  Thou  art 
holy.  Thou  art,"  &c. ;  and  reiterations  to  this  effect 
in  the  third  person  arc  also  of  constant  occurrence. 
Herein,  indeed,  they  did  but  follow  the  heavenly 
type  shewed '''  to  Isaiah  and  St.  John,  in  which  the 
affirmations  of  God's  attributes  is  the  substance  of 
the  worship.  But  there  were  also  certain  terms  of 
frequent  occurrence,  in  which  they  were  used  to  sum 

K  Lsa.  vi.  3;  Rcv.iv.  8  :  wlicn;  Mm;  <liiiil  person  is  prrscrvcd  llinm^'li. 
out  in  the  LXX,  and  in  ISt,  Joliii.     Coniji.  Kxod.  xxxiv.  0. 
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11])  all  that  God  had  done  for  them  as  a  nation,  as 
distinguished  from  His  essential  attributes  or  more 
miiversal  operations.  And  what  the  Exodus  had 
more  peculiarly  impressed  upon  them,  as  the  Song 
of  IMoses  testifies  ^,  was  the  sense  of  His  power  in 
])ringing  them  out,  and  His  superiority  to  all  other 
gods  or  powers  as  the  h'vi?ij/  God,  the  Source  and 
Lord  of  all  life,  and  capable  of  preserving  or  destroy- 
ing forever*.  To  recognise  God,  "the  strong  God, 
the  living  God,"  was  virtually  to  acknowledge  Him- 
self and  all  His  work  for  them.  And  these  terms 
would  have  especial  fitness  when  they  recited  the 
law,  or  recalled  to  the  memory  their  deliverance.  In 
this  connection,  accordingly,  we  find  them ;  not  least 
in  their  evening  prayers,  when  after  the  **  Hear,  O 
Israel,"  they  recited  with  one  voice, — 

"  Omnes.  The  Lord  our  God  is  true  and  faithful  in  all  this,  for 
He  is  the  Lord  our  God,  and  King,  who  hath  delivered  us  from 
the  fist  of  the  strong  ouos ;  who  is  like  unto  Thee  among  the 
gods,  strengthened  in  holiness?  He  divided  the  Ked  Sea;  this  is 
my  strong  God,  King/or  ever  and  ever^ 

And  again  in  the  Eighteen  prayers : — 

"  For  Thou  art  a  strong  God,  and  a  great  King:  blessed  art 
Thou,  the  strong  God  who  is  holy  (2");"  with  further  thanks 
for  the  gift  of  knowledge  and  of  the  law,  (Kos.  2 — 4). 

Now  there  occurs  in  all  ancient  liturgies,  and  in  con- 
nection more  or  less  close  with  the  reading  of  the  Scrip- 
tures, a  brief  formula  to  the  like  effect.  This  is  the 
famous  "  Trisagion"  hymn,  into  the  especial  purpose 

>■  Exod.  XV.  2,  3,  6,  11. 

'  Compare  the  Eighteen  prayers,  Nos.  1  and  2  :  "  The  strong,  the 
great,  the  mighty,  the  fearful,  the  highest  strong  God,  performer  of 
good  and  gracious  actions.  Thou  art  mighty  for  ever,  O  Lord,  Thou 
art  the  restorer  of  life  to  the  dead.  .  .  .  Who  is  like  unto  Thee,  O  Lord 
of  mightiness,  who  killeth  and  reviveth.  .  .  Restorer  of  life  to  the  dead." 
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of  which,  as  distinguished  from  the  Gloria  in  Excelsis 
or  the  Tersanctus,  no  writer  appears  to  have  entered. 
Its  form  is,  "  Sanctus  Deus,  Sanctus  Fortis,  Sanctus 
Immortalis,  miserere  nostri."  Its  Jewish  derivation  is 
sufficiently  vouched  for  by  its  Hebraic  cast,  and  by 
its  identity  in  subject  Avith  the  prayers  just  referred 
to.  And  its  purpose  seems  still  to  be  the  same :  to 
acknowledge  those  attributes  of  God  which  were 
exerted  in  the  work  of  Redemption,  as  recorded  iti 
ilte  Scriphires.  Thus  in  the  great  Greek  liturgies  it 
is  sung  after  the  bringing  in  of  the  Gospels,  and  is 
followed  by  a  prayer^  of  thanksgiving,  varying  in  each 
Liturgy,  for  the  gift  of  divine  knowledge,  but  always 
desiiing  grace  to  offer  the  Trisagion,  and  concluding 
with  a  hymn  and  ascription  of  "  Glory  to  the  Father," 
&c.,  thus  translating  the  Trisagion  into  the  language 
of  Christian  praised  In  the  Roman  rite  it  is  now 
snng  only  once  in  the  year,  viz.  on  Good  Friday.  But 
this  is  a  relic,  probably,  of  a  more  universal  earlier 
use.  It  is  said  first  in  Greek  and  then  in  Latin,  (a  proof 
of  its  antiquity,)  directly  after  the  Gospel  and  its 
ninefold  Litany,  twelve  times,  interwoven  with  the 
"  Popule  j\[eus;" — a  remonstrance  (put  in  the  mouth 
of  our  Lord)  with  His  ancient  people,  in  the  form  of 
a  contrast  between  His  work  done  for  them  at  the 
Exodus,  and  their  treatment  of  Him  at  His  Crucifixion. 
Nothing  could  more  fully  illustrate  the  design  of  the 
Trisagion,  than  this  weaving  together  of  the  great 
Jewish  and  Christian  events  of  Redemption.  The 
ancient  Galilean  Use  sung  the  Trisagion  thrice  :  Ix'forc 
the  Prophecy,  and  before  and  after  the  Gosj)el.     Tho 

J  The  Greek  and  S^r.  S.James  alone  do  not  mention  tlie  Ciospel. 
^  So  in  tlie  Eastern  Nocturns  (see  vol.  i.  \>.  00)  it  is  followed  by 
"  Glory  be,"  &c.,  and  "  Holy  Trinity." 

Z 
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Syriac  lias  it  before  the  Gloria  in  Excelsis,  but  also 
again  before  the  Scriptures.  It  also  occurs  in  the 
Eastern  Nocturns  and  the  English  Prime  in  connection 
with  the  CreecP. 

These  facts  seem  abundantly  to  establish  the  posi- 
tion that  the  Trisagion  was,  as  has  been  well  said  of 
the  Te  Deum,  "  a  creed  set  hymnwise ;"  having  spe- 
cial reference  to  the  work  of  God  for  man  as  set  forth 
in  the  Scriptures.  That  the  Church  of  old  entertained 
this  conception  of  it  is  clear  from  the  Trisagion 
prayers.  It  would  be  natural,  therefore,  for  them 
to  admit  into  this  position  the  Nicene  Creed,  even  if 
there  w^as  no  Creed  there  before. 

And  in  truth,  the  exact  attributes  which  the  Trisa- 
gion hymn  gives  thanks  for,  as  having  been  exerted 
by  God  in  the  work  of  Redemption,  are  dwelt  upon 
no  less  in  other  great  Christian  formulae,  and  in  the 
Creed  itself.  Thus  the  almost  unvarying'"  Western 
Tersanctus  Preface  runs,  "  It  is  meet,  &c.,  0  Lord, 
Holi/  Father,  AlmigJiiy,  Everlasting  God ;"  {Sanctus 
Deus,  Sanctus  Fortis,  Sanctus  Immortalis) :  and  this, 
again,  is  of  frequent  occurrence  as  the  exordium  of 
prayers,  as  in  our  third  morning  Collect,  "  0  Lord  .  . 
Almighty,  Everlasting  God."  And  in  the  Creed  itself, 
the  one  attribute  which  scarcely  ever  fails",  and  with 
a  single  exception  is  the  most  unvarying,  is  that  of 


'  See  above,  vol.  ii.  pp.  66,  99. 

"  It  is  sliglitly  varied  iu  the  Benediclio  cerei  on  Easter  Eve,  during 
Easter,  and  on  Eeasts  of  Apostles,  and  also,  though,  rarely,  iu  the 
Spanish  and  GaUican  rites. 

°  See  the  valuable  Harmonia  Symbohea  of  Dr.  Heurtley,  Oxford, 
1858.  The  word  "Almighty"  is  found  in  fifty  of  the  sixty  forms  given 
by  hhn.  The  Unit^  is  almost  confined  to  the  Eastern  Creeds.  Ibid., 
p.  127.  The  clause  "Maker  of,"  &c.,  does  not  appear  in  the  West  until 
the  seventh  century,  save  iu  Irenteus  and  Tertulliau. 
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"  Almighty."  Xot  even  the  unity  of  God  is  so  uni- 
versally predicated.  Nor  was  it  as  being  "  Maker  of 
heaven  and  earth"  (a  clause  of  late  insertion  in  the 
West,  as  a  protest  against  heresy)  that  His  Ahnighti- 
ness  was  thus  dwelt  upon,  but  rather,  following  the 
Jewish  type,  on  account  of  His  work  of  Redemption  ; 
as  St.  Augustine"  expounds  it.  And  thus  we  obtain, 
by  the  light  of  Jewish  lore,  a  well-based  exposition  of 
one  of  the  most  ancient  and  universal  expressions  of 
the  Christian  Church's  Creed.  The  one  Name  of 
God  which  has  been  referred  to  as  more  unfailing 
still,  and  which  is  not  left  out  of  any  Creed p,  is  that 
of  "Father;"  the  Gospel  having  revealed  to  us,  as 
the  supreme  characteristic  of  our  Redemption,  the 
Love  of  God  in  giving  His  Only-begotten  Son. 

If  it  be  asked,  however,  whether  an  actual  Creed, 
in  something  like  its  present  form,  however  scanty, 
had  place  in  the  liturgies  before  Nicene  days,  we 
cannot  answer  the  question  with  certainty '^.  On  the 
whole,  I  incline  to  the  belief  that  it  had  :  chiefly  for 
the  following  reasons.  1.  The  Eucharist  being  the 
Te'Ao?  of  Baptism,  the  supreme  occasion  for  exercising 
all  Christian  privileges,  it  is  hardly  conceivable  that 
the  "  Credo"  should  have  been  so  diligently  incul- 
cated on  candidates,  if  it  was  not  to  be  used  in  the 
Liturgy.  And,  2.  following  the  line  of  illustration 
adopted  in  this  chapter,  we  seem  to  find  our  Lord 

"  Scrm.  213,  In  Tradiliono  Symbol! :  "Credo,  &c,,  Omnia  dc  IpsiiLS 
misericordia  promittimus,  quia  Omuipoiens  est.  Idco  in  Dcuiu  Omiii|)o- 
tenlcru  credimus."  So  our  (Gelasiaii)  Collect:  "Who  dcclaiest  Thy 
K\mi'^\\i^ power  most  chiefly  in  shewiii;^  mcra/  and  pily."  liishop  Au- 
di-cwes  :  "  Credo  in  .  .  .  Omnipotente  i)olcntiam  salcijicam." 

'  Ileurtlcy,  as  above,  passim. 

1  "Inccrtum  pror.«us  vidctur,  nnm  Iribus  primis  ccclesiBC  strculis, 
Apostolorum  Symbolum  in  Missis  dccantalum  fiicrit."   Sala  on  Uona  ii, 

z  2 
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Himself  dictating  an  actual  Creed  for  Eucharistic  use, 
in  the  terms  which  the  Church  has  ever  employed, 
lor  immediately  after  His  "  new  commandment,"  and 
at  the  point  at  which  (see  p.  293)  the  Jewish  service 
prescribed  the  "  Hear,  0  Israel,  the  Lord  our  God  is 
One  Lord,"  He  says  to  them,  "Ye  believe,''  or  "  Be- 
lieve ye,  in  God ;  believe  also  in  Me :  in  ]\Iy  Father's 
house,  &c.  .  .  .  He  will  send  the  Comforter,  which  is 
the  Jlolf/  Ghost."  It  is  difficult  to  question  that  this 
is  the  origin  of  the  great  formula,  so  familiar  to  us 
now,  but  heretofore  unknown,  "  I  believe  in  God, 
the  Father;  and  in  Jesus  Christ,  His  Only  Son; 
and  in  the  Holy  Ghost."  Thus  would  our  Lord 
Himself  have  been  the  first  to  put  into  the  Church's 
mouth  her  glorious  Creed,  and  to  proclaim  at  the  very 
institution  of  Christianity  its  leading  psychological 
verity,  that  "  this  is  the  victory  that  overcometh  the 
world,  even  owx  faith.'"  And  if  it  be  objected  that  in 
this  case  we  should  rather  have  found  the  formula  to 
be  in  the  plural  number,  it  is  remarkable  that  in  the 
earliest  forms  it  was  so.  With  one  exception,  no 
Creed  has  been  found  in  the  singular  until  the  middle 
of  the  fourth  century'.  And  in  the  least  changed  of 
the  Eastern  rites,  the  Syriac,  as  well  as  in  the  Spanish, 
the  eucharistic  recitation  of  the  Creed  runs  in  the 
plural,  "  Credimus."  In  other  Churches,  the  cate- 
chumenical  system  would  seem  to  have  had  the  effect 
of  remanding  the  Creed  for  two  or  three  centuries  to 
baptismal  use.  Hence,  when  it  was  reinstated  at  the 
period  of  the  Nicene  Council,  it  returned,  generally, 

'  See  the  Creeds  of  Ireugeus,  Lyons  (c.  ISO),  Carthage  (c.  203), 
Rome  (c.  260),  in  Hem-tley,  pp.  8 — 16.  The  exception  is  Cai'thage 
(255).  S.  James  has  a  second  plural  creed  at  reception:  "One  Holy 
Tather,  One,  &-c.  .  .  .  truly  we  believe  m  Thee,  as  the  Chiu-ch  believes." 
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in  the  singular  form.  Yet  still,  in  one  clause,  the 
Nicene  Creed  itself  is  plural:  "For  us  men,  and  for 
our  salvation." 


SECTION   IX. 

The  Oblation. 

During  many  ages  of  the  Church,  the  Gospel,  with 
its  attendant  litany  or  Lidding  prayer,  was  imme- 
diately followed  by  the  dismissal  of  the  catechumens, 
with  prayers  for  them  and  for  the  faithful ;  and  this, 
again,  in  most  Eastern  Liturgies,  by  the  bringing  in  of 
the  Elements.  All  these  however,  as  will  be  fully 
shewn  hereafter',  were  disciplinary  arrangements  of 
post-Apostolic  date,  and  therefore  need  not  be  con- 
sidered here. 

After  the  reading  of  the  Eucharistic  Scriptures  then, 
(or  whatever  at  the  lii'st  corresponded  thereto,)  and 
probably  a  brief  Confession  of  faith,  the  Church  ad- 
dressed herself  to  the  diCi\XB\  presentation  first,  in  order 
to  consecration  afterwards,  of  the  gifts  which  she  had 
provided.  In  making  two  distinct  actions  ot  these, 
she  would  be  following  the  pattern  set  before  her  in 
the  Mosaic  system  ;  in  which  the  set  and  solemn  de- 
livering lip  and  slaying  of  the  victim  at  the  door  of 
the  tabernacle  court,  by  the  brin/jer  of  it,  constituted, 
for  his  part,  the  offering;  the  consecration  and  con- 
sumption of  it  being  left  to  the  priest,  and  to  the 
heaven-descended  fire  of  ihe  altar. 

But  this  general  deduction  from  the  entire  system 
would,  for  the  Apostles,  be  comitcrsigned  by  tlie  occur- 
rence of  an  express  form  of  oblation '  in  that  Passover- 
eve  service,  to  which  oiu-Lord  seems  designedly  to  have 

'  Below,  cli;ip.  iii.  '  Above,  ]>.  'Vy^. 
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conformed  both  Ilis  Own  Eucliaristic  action  and 
theirs.  This,  it  will  be  remembered,  was  a  prayer  for 
the  acceptance  of  the  evening  burnt-offering,  and  of 
the  service  of  Israel  conveyed  therein  ;  and  that  God 
would  make  clean  their  hearts  to  serve  Ilim.  Accord- 
ingly, a  prayer  upon  these  and  kindred  topics,  called 
variously  "  the  presentation"  or  "  oblation,"  "  the 
prayer  over  the  offerings,"  or  "  of  the  things  set 
apart,"  {secreia,)  is  found  in  all  liturgies.  None  is 
simpler  than  the  Syriac,  "  Alleluia,  Receive  our  obla- 
tions ;"  and  the  revised  English,  in  the  prayer  for  the 
whole  Church,  "  We  humbly  beseech  Thee  most  mer- 
cifully to  accept  our  oblations,  which  we  offer  unto 
Thy  Divine  Majesty." 

The  difference  between  this  "oblation"  and  the 
subsequent  "  consecration"  is  manifest.  In  this  the 
Church  sums  up,  and  expresses  her  desire  to  yield  up 
to  God,  through  the  medium  of  the  Altar,  all  that  she 
has  gathered  together  for  sacrifice,  as  well  her  mate- 
rial gifts  as  her  reasonable  and  spiritual  service. 
Hence  Eastern  liturgies  desire  that  the  gifts  and  the 
offerers  themselves  may  (soil,  when  they  come  to  be 
offered  presently)  "  be  received  with  acceptance  on 
the  heavenly  altar  ;  and  that  we  may  receive  the  gifts 
unblameably''."  The  numerous  Western  "Secreta," 
both  fixed  and  variable,  are  to  the  same  effect. 
Hence,  too,  the  Greek  S.  James  prays  in  this  place 
for  the  whole  Church,  as  the  Roman  anciently  did  '^ ; 
in  which  it  is  followed  by  our  present  ritual.  In 
some  rites^'  the  prayer  of  oblation  is  addressed  to  the 
Son  as  Priest,  which  the  consecration  never  is. 


S.  Jas.,  Gk.  and  Syr.,  S.  Chrys.        *  This  is  proved  below,  chap.  iii. 
^  Syr.  S.  Jas.,  but  especially  Copt.  S.  Basil. 
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This  act  of  oblation,  or  rendering  up  of  the  Church's 
Gifts,  together  with  prayer  for  their  acceptance,  was 
anciently  accompanied  by  certain  expressive  ceremo- 
nies, more  especially  the  uncovering  ^  of  the  Elements, 
and  the  spreading  of  the  corporal,  or  cloth,  upon  the 
altar.  The  former  action  was  more  prominent  in  the 
Eastern  forms.  The  latter  found  its  way  into  the 
West  also, — the  Mozarabic,  the  Gnllican,  the  Ambro- 
sian  ^,  and  finally  the  Roman  ;  where,  however,  it 
occurs  earlier,  and,  strange  to  say,  in  the  very  midst 
of  the  Creed ^  at  the  words,  "and  was  incarnate." 
But  this  is  easily  explained.  The  signitication  of  the 
spreading  of  the  cloth  is,  doubtless,  that  at  this  point 
the  Church  begins  distinctly  to  contemplate  Christ  as 
the  Bread  of  the  world.  The  feast  is  now  being  spread 
by  man  °  for  God,  in  the  oblation  of  the  gifts  of  bread 
and  wine,  conveying  his  reasonable  service ;  by  God 
for  man  in  the  same  gifts,  as  the  Body  and  Blood  of 
Christ. 

Accordingly,  the  Church  throughout  the  world  says 
fitly,  in  this  place,  her  Alleluia  :  the  third  great 
hvmn  which  has  come  under  our  notice.  Eor  the 
one  occurrence  and  one  application  of  this  sul)linic 
liynm  or  mutual  exhortation   to  praise  ("  Praise  ye 

'  This  is  variously  interpreted.  In  the  Syr.  S.  Jas.  (connected  wilh 
tlie  "Lord  hath  put  on  His  apparel")  of  His  putting  off,  indeed,  His 
glory,  but  girding  Himself  wilh  sacrificial  might.  In  the  Gk.  S.  Ja.-i., 
of  His  "  consecrating  a  way  through  the  veil." 

«  Moz.  after  the  Gospel:  "Dcmittendo  pateuam  super  corporalcs 
pallas."  Gall.  v.  ]\Iabillon,  p.  30;  Ambrosian,  "Orath.  super  siii- 
donem." 

>•  Kitus  celebrandi  Missam,  vi.  7:  "At  the  word^,  '.And  was  incar- 
nate,' he  takes  the  burse  from  the  credence  to  the  miihilc  ot  ihc  altar, 
and  spreads  the  cloth." 

'  Sec  above,  p.  209. 
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the  Lord")  in  tlie  New  Testament^  is  when  "  the 
marriage  supper  of  the  Lamb"  is  announced  as 
"ready."  Four  times  is  the  Alleluia  repeated,  with 
the  ascription  of  "  Salvation  and  Honour"  to  God, 
because  "the  Lord  God  Omnipotent  reigneth ;  and 
to  His  Wife  is  granted  that  she  should  be  arrayed  in 
Jne  linen  ^  pure  and  white." 

In  the  East  this  is  called  the  Cherubic  hymn,  and 
has  a  prayer  attached  to  it,  having  special  reference  to 
the  fearfulness  of  taking  part  in  such  mysteries^,  to 
the  need  of  purity,  and  to  the  Coming  of  the  King  of 
Kings  to  be  slain  for  us,  and  partaken  of  by  us,  and 
to  the  Cherubic  and  celestial  powers  as  leading  the 
Church's  sublime  worship.  Li  the  Mozarabic  and 
Gallican,  the  Alleluia  is  wrought  into  the  varying 
Offertory  hymn  "  laiida'  after  the  Gospel.  \\\  the 
Anibrosian,  Roman,  and  old  English,  it  comes  before 
the  Gospel,  but  doubtless  with  the  same  reference  to 
the  oblation. 

The  Western  Church  in  the  sixteenth  century  had 
entirely  lost  all  knowledge  of  the  significance  of  the 
Alleluia.  It  had  long  ceased  to  be  associated,  in  her 
idea,  with  tlie  oblation  ;  and  hence  the  profusion  of 
hymns,  (called  variously  Sequences,  Tractus,  or  Tropes,) 
which  had  resulted  from  the  prolongation  of  the  last 

^  Rev.  xix.  1 — 9.  So  S.  Germanus  ou  the  old  Gallican  rite  in  Le 
Brun,  torn.  i. 

*  Compare  the  "super  sindonem"  (Ambros.),  and  prayers  for  cleans- 
ing. So  the  Gallican  rubric:  "Palla^«;-«  linea  est  super  quam  oblatio 
ponitur."     S.  Germanus. 

'  Gk.  Lit.  S.  Jas.,  and  S.  Chrys.  The  Syr.  S.  Jas.  interweaves  the 
four  Alleluias  into  the  oblation  (as  above),  and  Ps.  xciii.,  adding  quaint 
hymn-like  prayers  concerning  Christ  as  coming  to  be  the  Bread  of  Life, 
and  of  the  future  bliss  of  those  who  have  eaten  His  Flesh  and  ckunk 
His  Blood.     Benaud.,  p.  10. 
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note  of  the  Alleluia,  were  banished  by  her.  And  in 
the  English  Revision,  the  Alleluia  itself  was,  to  our 
great  loss,  from  the  same  cause,  i.e.  ignorance  of  its 
true  bearing,  omitted  altogether.  Happily,  she  has  it 
in  her  power,  by  the  use  of  suitable  hymns  at  this 
juncture",  to  restore,  with  its  rightful  application,  this 
beautiful  feature  of  Divine  Service. 

If  it  be  asked  whether  we  trace  in  our  Lord's  own 
Eucharistic  Action  anything  corresponding  to  this 
"oblation,"  with  its  prayer  and  Alleluia  hynni,  or 
suggestive  of  them,  as  distinguished  from  the  subse- 
quent consecration ;  it  would  seem  that  it  can,  at  the 
best,  be  but  very  dimly  discerned.  We  may  well 
conceive,  indeed,  that  as  our  Lord,  after  various  inti- 
mations (such  as  the  washing  of  their  feet,  and  the 
assurance  that  God  would  presently  glorify  Hiui)  of 
some  great  event  as  impending ^  drew  towards  the 
act  of  Institution  itself  by  taking  the  Bread  into  Ilis 
hands,  the  disciples  would,  so  far  as  they  conceived 
what  was  about  to  follow,  accompany  Him  with  some 
such  words  or  thoughts  as  those  of  the  Psahn,  "  The 
Lord  hear  Thee  .  .  .  remember  all  Thy  offerings,  and 
accept  Thy  Burnt  Sacrifice  :"  words  actually  embodied 
in  the  English  Use  at  the  Oblation'.  But  as  regards 
the  Great  Priest  Himself,  the  Action  corresponding  to 

e  Tlicic  is  a  wcU-rccogaised  interval  between  tlic  Sermon  (or  CrccJ, 
if  there  is  no  Sermon)  and  the  Offertory.  This  is  commonly  lilled  np 
with  the  notes  of  the  organ  alone,  and  most  appropriately,  if  the  Allclu;:i 
idea  be  kept  in  view.  The  Offertory,  it  need  hardly  be  said, — whether 
we  mean  thereby  the  words  used,  or  the  contributions  of  tlic  people, — 
is  but  a  department  of  the  Oblation. 

''  Williams,  p.  4.51  :    "But  now,  doubllrss,  with  eager  and  adoring 

watchfulness,  their  eyes  were  fixed  on  all  lie  did lie  liad  taiiglil 

them  to  expect  something  gracious  at  this  SiipiJer.  (Jreal,  tiicrcforc, 
was  their  attention  when  lie  look  Bread.  .  .  ." 

'  York  Use.     So  Amalarius  on  the  Western  Odice,  (rirc.  820). 
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the  "  bringing  near,"  "  presentation,"  or  "  oblation" 
of  the  Sacrifice,  would  be  internal  and  in  the  Will. 
And  again,  as  regards  the  Church,  she  had  not,  at 
that  time,  knowledge  how  to  make  tender  of  her  spi- 
ritual service.  Yet,  as  resrards  the  material  offerino;,  as 
has  been  above  suggested,  the  very  Bread  and  Wine 
at  that  great  primary  celebration  were  probably  due 
to  the  alms  of  the  faithful;  or  indeed,  w^e  may  say, 
must  have  been  so  :  and  the  perseverance  of  the 
Twelve  was,  in  itself,  their  "  reasonable  service."  It 
would  be  for  the  Church  to  supply  in  due  time,  as 
she  afterwards  did,  out  of  the  old  familiar  ritual, 
a  prayer  for  the  acceptance  of  the  Gifts  brought  by 
her  for  consecration. 


SECTION  X. 

Tlie  Benediction  before  Consecration— The  "Comfortable 
Words." 

But  now  we  approach  the  deeply  interesting  question 
of  the  exact  juncture,  in  the  Discourses  recorded  by 
St.  John,  at  which  our  Lord  actually  instituted  the 
liolv  Eucharist.  In  the  foreQ-oino;  investiofation,  the 
case  has  been  in  some  degree  prejudged.  And,  while 
it  becomes  us  to  speak  with  all  diffidence  as  to  so  de- 
batable a  question,  it  would  seem  that  we  are  led  by 
many  considerations  to  the  conclusion  about  to  be 
presented  here ;  differing  but  slightly  from  that  wdiich 
revered  writers  of  our  Church,  following  in  the  steps 
of  earlier  ones,  have  arrived  at  as  the  most  probable. 

It  has  never  been  doubted,  then,  1.  that  the  Insti- 
tution was  fully  completed  when  our  Lord  offered  the 
sublime  hymn-like  prayer  which  forms  St.  John  xvii. 
But  2.  we  cannot  place  the  ivZ/o/e  of  the  Institution 
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immediately  before  this  ;  because  the  Cup  only  was 
instituted  "  after  supper,"  the  Bread  "  while  they  were 
eating."  We  hive,  however,  3.  good  reason  for  placing 
that  of  the  Wine  at  this  point ;  not  only  because  it 
was  "  after  supper,"  and  a  final  act,  but  also  because 
it  is  said  that  our  Lord  in  His  Prayer  "  lifted  up  His 
eyes  to  Heaven  ;"  which  it  is  most  natural,  at  least, 
to  view  as  the  continuation  of  that  gesture,  which  in 
nearly  all ''Liturgies  He  is  represented,  doubtless  on 
grounds  of  Apostolic  tradition,  as  having  used  when 
He  consecrated  the  Bread;  and  again  (as  some', 
though  almost  needlessly,  specify)  at  that  of  the  Wine 
also.  But  4.  there  are  indications  in  chapter  xv., 
that  our  Lord,  when  he  uttered  certain  words  in  it, 
had  already  given  Himself,  in  some  overt  way,  for 
the  life  of  the  world.  For  He  speaks  of  Himself  as 
having  already  "  kept  His  Father's  commandment ;" 
and  seems  to  appeal  to  His  having  alreadij  "  laid  down 
His  life  for  His  friends"*."  And  indeed  it  may  be  ob- 
served, that  from  the  beginning  of  chap.  xv.  a  change 
of  phraseology  is  discernible ;  implying  that  the  dis- 
ciples had  already  entered  into  some  relation  to  Christ, 
in  which  they  were  to  "  abide."  "  The  branches"  were 
"  in  Him"  now,  and  all  that  remained  was  to  bear 
fruit".  This  would  lead  us  to  place  the  consecration 
of  the  Bread  not  later  than  just  before  chap,  xv.,  at 

^  All  tlie  Eastern,  except  S.  Chrys.,  &c.,  and  Syr.  S.  Jas.  (Asscni.)  : 
in  West,  all  but  Moz. 

»  TvL.,  the  leading  Litt.,  S.  Jas.,  S.  [Mark. 

»  St.  Jolin  XV.  13. 

"  St.  John  XV.  2—8.  It  may  he  tliouglit  that  these  consiilcrations 
prove  that  both  elements  had  been  given.  But  it  is  a  siifliciciit  account 
of  these  allusions  to  suppose  that  our  Lord  "now  rose  up"'  (see  Air. 
Kcble's  Sermon,  Eucharistic  Olliccs)  wilh  the  Cup  in  Ills  llaiul,  in  act 
to  complete  His  sacrificial  work. 
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\vhich  point  there  is  an  obvious  and  acknowledged 
break  in  the  events,  announced  by  "  Rise,  let  us  go 
hence."  But  this — the  close  of  chap.  xiv. — is  the 
very  point  at  which  our  downward  investigations 
hitherto  have  led  us  to  place  it.  For  it  is  here  that 
the  three-fold  word  or  message  of  "  Peace'*  occurs ; 
the  preceding  discourse  having  unfolded,  as  aforesaid, 
the  revelation  of  the  Holy  Trinity. 

This  arrangement  differs  but  little  from  that  of  the 
revered  authorities"  above  referred  to,  which  would 
place  the  Bread  at  a  yet  earlier  break,  just  before  chap, 
xiv.,  and  the  Wine  at  the  break  just  indicated.  And 
on  closer  examination,  w^e  seem  to  have  very  cogent 
reasons  for  the  modification  here  adopted  of  that  view. 
For  it  is  from  analogy  probable  that,  before  admitting 
the  disciples  to  the  highest  mystery  of  the  Dispensation 
by  the  reception  of  either  element,  He  would  unfold 
to  them,  at  least  in  a  measure,  the  doctrinal  mysteries 
of  it,  and  require  at  least  their  silent  assent  to  them ; 
now  this  He  does  in  chap,  xiv.,  but  not  before.  But 
farther,  if  we  carefully  weigh  the  last  two  verses  of  this 
chapter,  we  may  perceive  in  them  a  wonderful  fitness 
to  usher  in  the  sublime  and  world-embracing  action 
of  the  Eucharistic  giving  of  His  Body  for  the  Salvation 
of  mankind.  He  had  given,  as  has  just  been  said, 
His  threefold  parting  "  peace,"  as  it  were,  from  Father, 
Son,  and  Holy  Ghost ; — He  had  brought  round  His 
gracious  consolatory  discourse,  addressed  to  the  "little 
children,"  the  representative  "orphans"  of  the  world, 
to  the  point  from  which  He  had  set  out,  "Let  not 
your  heart  be  troubled,  neither  let  it  be  afraid  ...  I 


"  Ecv.  I.  Williams,  Holy  Week,  pp.  451—490;   Rev.    J.  Keble, 
Sermon  x.  on  Eucliaristical  Offices,  1S47. 
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go  to  the  Fatliei-P."  Then  lie  breaks  off,  saying,  "  I 
will  not  talk  much  more  with  you,"  (ou/ceVt).  And 
do  not  the  next  few  words  bespeak  a  Divine  percep- 
tion that  even  then  the  awful  crisis  in  the  world's 
history  was  come  ?  that  the  Prince  of  this  workl  was 
drawing  near  for  the  dread  final  onset  on  Him  ;  Ilim, 
at  once  the  self  devoting  Champion  and  the  sole  Kan- 
som  for  all  ?  "  The  Prince  of  this  world  cometh  ;" — 
(who  shall  fathom  or  conceive  all  that  was  involved  in 
that  dread  intuition  ?) — "  And  on  Me  indeed,"  on 
Mine  Own  account,  as  being  without  sin,  "  he  hath 
no  claim  '^.  Nevertheless,  that  the  world  may  know 
that  I  love  the  Father,  even  as  the  Father  hath  given 
Me  commandment,  so  I  do."  'I  yield  myself,  that 
is,  even  now  and  here,  to  accomplish  all  My  Father's 
Avill.  I  \ield  Myself  into  the  power  of  the  Evil  One, 
and  so  give  Myself  as  a  Sacrifice  for  the  world.'  Con- 
sidering that  lie  had  said  long  before'',  in  a  passage 
strikingly  parallel,  that  "His  Father  therefore  loved 
llim,  because  He  laid  down  His  life  .  .  .  that  no  one 
had  power  to  take  it  from  Him,  but  that  He  laid  it 
down  of  Himself;  and  that  He  had  received  com- 
mandment so  to  do  from  His  Father ;"  considering, 
again,  the  solcnni  sacrificial  word  iroLfiv,  '  to  do  ;'  by 
which,  in  the  closing  words  of  the  Institution  itself, 
He  enjoined  the  perpetual  memory  of  His  sacrifice  of 
Himself; — laying  these  things  together,  can  wc  reason- 
ably doubt  that  the  words  before  us  were  indeed  the 
immediate  prelude  and  signal  of  His  Eucharistic  od'cr- 
ing  of  Himself?     In  confirmation  of  this,  let   it  be 

P  St.  John  xiv.  27,  28. 

•i  Compare  wliat  has  boon  said  above,  p.  30,  of  tlic  claim  of  Salau  oa 
niankiiid,  Christ  alone  (p.  27)  excepted. 
'  St.  John  X.  18. 
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borne  in  mind  that  St.  Luke,  in  liis  account,  speaks 
as  if  He  had  just  taken  farewell  of,  and  in  a  manner 
annulled,  the  old  Economy,  and  then  immediately  in- 
augurated the  New  :  and  let  this  be  put  by  the  side 
of  what  St.  Paul  says, — possibly  with  actual  reference 
to  this  august  occasion,  certainly  with  wonderftd  ap- 
plicability to  it :  "  Wlierefore,  when  He  cometh  into" 
(or,  unto')  "the  world,"  He  saith,  "Sacrifice  and  burnt- 
offering  Thou  wouldest  not,"  (which  are  offered  by  the 
law) ;  "  then  said  I,  Lo,  I  come  to  do  Thy  Will,  0  My 
God.  He  taketh  away  the  first,  that  He  may  establish 
the  second.  By  the  which  Will"  (i.e.  by  the  doing  of 
it  in  offering  Himself)  "  we  are  sanctified,  through  the 
offering  of  the  Body  of  Christ,  once  for  all."  It  is 
hardly  possible  to  doubt  that  in  this  passage  the 
Eucharistic  Institution,  especially  as  narrated  by  His 
own  disciple  St.  Luke,  floated,  to  say  the  least,  before 
the  vision  of  St.  Paul,  and  shaped  the  phrase  in  which 
he  summed  up  his  account  of  the  Sacrifice  of  sacrifices. 
In  full  accordance  with  which,  he  still  goes  on  to  speak 
of  the  "  New  Covenant,"  whose  basis  was  "  remission 
of  sins  :" — of  the  new  and  living  "  Way"  (a  conception 
drawn  from  these  discourses  of  Christ')  "  through  the 
veil,  His  Flesh,  or  Body" — of  "  drawing  near"  to  make 
our  offering"  by  our  High-Priest;  of  mutual  provoca- 
tion to  keeping  the  new  commandment  of  love ;  of 
cleaving  to  our  gathering  together  into  One  Body  in 

■  Grotius  in  loc,  referring  also  to  St.  John  i.  9 :  "  Christ  came  (offi- 
cially) into  or  unto  tlie  world  when,  issuing  forth  fi-om  a  private  Life,  He 
began  to  act  in  the  Name  of  God  for,  or  towards  the  people."  So  iii. 
19  :  "I  am  come  for  a  light  unto  the  world;"  i.  11 :  "  He  came  uuto 
His  own,"  sc.  the  world;  i.  10,  v.  J9  :  "  The  Prophet  that  should  come 
into  (or  unto)  the  world." 

'  St.  John  xiv.  6. 

"  For  the  grounds  of  this  interpretation,  see  above,  p.  12. 
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Clirist,  and  "  so  much  the  more  as  the  day  ap- 
proaches -y — m  other  words,  of  the  duty  of  "  shewing 
the  Lord's  Death  till  He  come."  And  the  main 
body  of  the  Epistle  closes  with  a  strong  contrast  be- 
tween Israelitish  and  Christian  answ^erableness  in  case 
of  rejection  of  the  Blood  of  the  Covenant. 

Let  it  be  permitted  then  to  assume,  as  a  most  pro- 
bable fact  of  much  interest,  that  it  was  at  this  point 
that  the  Listitution  took  place.  And  one  advantage 
immediately  follows  upon  it ;  that  we  can  then  render 
an  account  of  the  peculiar  benediction  which  in  most 
Liturgies  precedes  the  "  Lift  up  your  hearts."  In 
Lit.  S.  Mark,  indeed,  and  in  most  Western  Uses,  it 
is  simply  the  ordinary  "  The  Lord  be  with  you." 
But  in  all  the  rest  there  is  a  peculiar  and  unusual 
plenitude  of  several  Benediction,  from  Father,  Son, 
and  Holy  Ghost,  poured  out  at  this  point  on  the 
faithful.  It  is  in  fact  no  other, — though  varying  in 
a  remarkable  and  interesting  way  in  the  various  rites, 
— than  the  form  so  familiar  to  us,  "  The  grace  of  our 
Lord  Jesus  Christ,"  &c. 

Now  it  is  well  known  that  a  threefold  form  of 
blessing  was  prescribed  for  the  use  of  Aaron  and  his 
sons''.  We  know  also  that  at  his  first  and  inaugm-al 
offering  of  sin-offering,  burnt-offering,  and  pcacc- 
otlcring,  Aaron  blessed  the  people,  doubtless  in  the 
words  appointed.  And  that  Benediction  took  ])hic3 
uflcr  the  sacrifices — apparently  the  evening  ones'* — 
had  been  solcmrdy  presented  or  offered,  but  before  the 
actual  consecration  and  consumption  of  them  by  fire''. 
The  same  order  we  observe  again  in  the  synagogue 
Sabbath-eve  services  above  drawn   out,  the  counter- 

'  Num.  vi.  23.  *  So  Taliick,  in  loc. 

T  Lev.  ix.  22—21. 
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part,  we  have  reason  for  believing,  of  the  Temple 
sacrificial  ritual.  The  prayer  for  the  acceptance  of 
the  evening  burnt-oficiing  is  immediately  followed  by 
a  desire  for  the  Aaronic  blessing.  The  same  order, 
once  more,  we  find  (according  to  the  harmony  here 
advocated)  in  our  Lord's  Action.  The  threefold 
Peace^  is,  on  His  Lips,  at  once  a  "  Gospel"  and  a 
Benediction ;  and  it  immediately  precedes  the  actual 
consecration.  Here  accordingly,  in  all  lands,  the 
Church  has  a  benediction ;  in  most  a  threefold  one ; 
and  that,  too,  a  visible  and  undoubted  expansion  of 
the  Aaronic. 

The  forms  which  this  benediction  assumes  in  the 
various  rites  are  subjoined.  It  will  be  seen  that  no 
two  rites  have  precisely  the  same  form ;  that  the 
theological  order  of  the  Persons  of  the  Holy  Trinity 
is  preserved  in  all  the  primary  Liturgies,  but  in  the 
secondary  ones,  as  that  of  St,  Chrysostom,  the  order 
adopted  by  St.  Paul,  2  Cor.  xiii.  ult. ;  that  the  gifts 
ascribed  to  the  Father  and  the  Son  are — in  all  the 
forms,  love  and  ^race  respectively,  except  in  the 
Clementine  and  Mozarabic,  which  interchange  them  ; 
and  that  the  Syriac  is  the  simplest  of  all.  Taking 
the  more  usual  form,  then,  we  have  in  it  a  manifest 
expansion  of  the  Aaronic  :  "  The  Lord  bless  thee  and 
keep  thee,"  (=  "the  Love"*  of  God  the  Father,"  the 
supreme  source  of  blessing  and  protection,) — "  the 
Lord  make  His  Face  to  shine  upon  thee,  and  be 
gracious  unto  thee,"  (=  the  "  grace  of  the  Lord  Jesus 
Christ,"  as  revealing  the  Father^  and  as  the  reservoir 

^  Lev.  xiv.  27. 

*  So  it  lias  been  observed  above,  tliat  in  our  Creed  tlie  term  of  love 
(Tatlier)  has  become  tbe  leading  thougLt ;  not,  as  of  old,  that  of  power. 

''  2  Cor.  iv.  6 :  "To  give  the  Ught  of  the  glory  of  God  in  the  Face  of 
Jesus  Christ;"  and  St.  John  i.  14,  18. 
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of  all  pardon  and  grace) ;  "  the  Lord  lift  up  His  coun- 
tenance u])on  thee  and  (jive  thee  peace,"  (=  "  the 
fellowship  or  communication  of  the  Holy  Ghost," 
a«  ihe  Gift'',  and  the  means  of  communiccding  all 
blessing.) 

It  is  further  interesting  to  observe  that  St.  Paul  in 
2  Cor.  \\\\.  nU.,  while  assigning  the  gifts  in  the  same 
way  as  the  j)riiicipal  liturgies  do,  departs  from  the 
theological  order,  and  substitutes  for  it  the  economi- 
c.il,  so  to  call  it.  Xow"  we  have  here  an  all  but  abso- 
lute proof,  that  the  form  of  benediction  in  the  liturgies 
was  adopted  and  fixed  before  St.  Paul  wrote.  For  it 
is  inconceivable  that,  had  the  liturgical  benedictions 
been  suggested  by  the  apostolic,  they  would  have 
departed  from  that  which  he  had  laid  dow-n.  Whereas 
the  Apostle  would  be  free,  in  the  exercise  of  his  in- 
spired authority,  to  vary  the  received  ritual  order : 
and  the  analogy  of  his  other  AYritings  would  lead  us 
to  expect  the  very  clinnge  which  he  has  made.  To 
magnify  the  peculiar  work  of  the  So7i,  and  to  assign 
it  its  place  as  the  hcginniiig  of  all  human  recovery, 
is  his  special  habit.  "  Grace^,  mercy,  and  peace,"  is 
the  order  most  natm-al  to  him.  There  is,  how'ever, 
one  striking  contrast,  at  first  sight,  between  the  use 
made  by  St.  Paul,  and  by  the  liturgies,  of  this  bene- 
diction. With  him  it  is  a  farewell;  while  in  them  it 
is  the  prelude  to  the  solemn  part  of  the  service.  But 
in  truth,  on  examining  the  context  of  this  and  other  of 
his  Epistles,  (all  of  which  contain  some  similar  though 
shorter  form,  such  as  "  The  Grace  of  our  Lord  Jesus 
Christ  be  with  you  all,")  we  observe  phenomena  w^hich 

'  See  the  forms  in  S.  Jas.  and  S.  Mark. 

^  Pastoral  Epistles,  (vid.  2  John):  elsewhere  "grace  and  peace."  Comp. 
Phil.  ii.  ] ,  "If  there  be  any  consolation  in  Christ ;  if  any  comfort  of  love ; 
if  any  fellowship  of  the  Spirit."     See  Trench,  Synonyms,  in  v.  x"/"** 
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tend  fully  to  reconcile  this  difference,  and  to  fninisli 
strong  presumptive  proof  of  the  identity  of  the  litur- 
gical habits  prevalent  in  the  Church  in  St.  Paul's  dav, 
and  those  exhibited  in  the  liturgies.  TheseEpistles  were 
to  be  read  ^  in  the  churches  :  and  (we  may  safely  con- 
clude) would  be  read  in  the  position  ever  since  assigned 
to  "  the  Epistle."  What  then  more  natural  than  that 
the  Writer  should  couch  his  concludino-  blessino:  in  the 
usual  Eucharistic  formula  which  would  presently  suc- 
ceed ?  But  St.  Paul  has  done  more  than  this.  He  has 
in  a  great  number  of  his  Epistles  added  one  or  both 
of  two  other  Eucharistic  formulae,  and  always  in  the 
exact  order  of  the  liturgies:  1.  the  words  of  peace; 
2.  the  kiss  of  peace^,  followed  always,  3.  by  a  bene- 
diction. We  cannot  doubt,  from  this  wide  range  of 
exact  coincidences,  that  St.  Paul's  design  was  in  every 
instance  to  commit  the  Churches  addressed  in  the 
several  Epistles  to  the  safe  keeping  of  the  priestly  and 
Eucharistic  work  of  Christ,  which  would  follow  the 
solemn  reading  of  them  "  to  all  the  holy  brethren." 

The  Roman  rite,  alone  of  all  liturgies,  is  now  alto- 
gether devoid  of  the  great  trine  eucharistic  benedic- 
tion, "The  grace  of,"  &c.  Eor  S.Mark,  which  the 
Roman  follows  in  only  having  the  simple  "  The  Lord 
be  with  you"  in  this  place,  has  the  fuller  form  at  the 
end  of  the  Office :  and  the  Coptic  S.  Basil,  which  is 

•  Col.  iv. ;  1  Tliess.  v.  27  :  above,  Tart  I.  p.  139. 

'  Rom.  XV.  33,  xvi.  10,  24;  1  Cor.  xvi.  20,  23;  2  Cor.  xiii.  11— 13; 
Gal.  vi.  16,  18;  Eph.  vi.  23,  21.;  Phil.  iv.  (a  quasi  coiiclu.sioii)  21,  23; 
1  Tlmss.  V.  23,  20,  28 ;  2  Tliess.  iii.  10,  18 ;  Hob.  xiii.  2'1,  ((lie  kiss  not 
named) :  comp.  1  Pet.  v.  14;  3  St.  John  15.  In  2  Tim.  iv.  nil.  wc  liavo 
a  further  point  of  litwgieal  exactness :  "  The  l^oril  Jes\is  Christ  be  wilh 
thy  spirit:  graee  be  with  you.  7\nicn."  'J'ho  former  being  proper 
towards  Ihe  elerpy,  and  therefore  ad(h-esscd  to  Tiiuollicus;  the  latter 
from  them  to  the  people.  Part  I.  p.  302. 

A   tl   <w 
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a  iiiodifiratinn  of  S.  Mark,  has  j)refixed  it,  freely 
j)araj)lirased",  to  reception.  And  this  latter  circuui- 
stauce  gives  the  clue  as  to  what  has  become  of  the 
fonmda  in  the  West.  It  was  removed  in  the  begin- 
ning  of  the  fifth  century,  together  with  the  "kiss  of 
peace,"  (doubtless  under  African  suggestion,)  to  this 
same  position^,  before  reception;  where  it  is  found 
also  in  the  French',  Spanish,  and  English  Churclies 
in  the  sixth  centurv.  The  form  varied  slightly,  (see 
table,  p.  353);  and  in  all  these  Churches  it  was  cus- 
tomary for  a  fuller  and  more  detailed  trine  benedic- 
tion, founded  on  the  Epistle  and  Gospel,  to  be  pro- 
nounced by  a  Bishop  alone,  (excej)t  in  Spain,)  doubt- 
less as  more  directly  representing  Christ^.  It  con- 
sisted of  three  clauses,  ending  Avith  the  final  Bene- 
diction. In  the  English  and  some  French  Churches 
these  Benedictions  were  in  use  down  to  the  time  of 
our  Revision  :  and  it  would  seem  that  shortly  before 
that   (kite   it  had    become    usual'    for   the    celebrant, 

K  Neale,  Introd.,  p.  632.  Prayer  of  bowing  do-n-n :  "  The  grace  of 
Thine  Only-begotten  Son,  Jesus  Clirist,  .  .  .  hath  abounded  towards  us. 
We  yield  Thee  thanks,  Lord  God  Almighty,  for.  that  Thy  great  love 
towards  us.  .  .  Bring  us  to  Thee  by  our  felloivship  of  Tliy  Divine  mys- 
teries, that  we  may  be  filled  with  Thy  Holy  Ghost." 

""  See  the  well-known  Epistle  of  Innocent  I.  to  Decentius,  Bishop  of 
Eugubium,  defending  the  removal  of  the  kiss.  Eor  Africa,  see  below, 
ph.  iii. 

'  St.  Germain,  Bp.  of  Paris,  sixth  century,  ap.  Le  Brun,  vol.  ii.,  "Ante 
Communionem  benedictio  traditur." 

''  On  these  Benedictions  see  Bona,  ii.  16.  In  one  Vatican  MS.  the 
Dean, holding  the  Bishop's  pastoral  staff  toward  the  people,  says,  "Prince 
of  the  Chuj'ch,  Shepherd  of  the  sheep,  deign  to  bless  us."  See  speci- 
mens of  the  Roman  episcopal  Benedictions  in  Pamelius,  ii.  478 ;  Mura- 
tori,  ii.  362 ;  the  Erench,  in  Mabillon,  Lit.  Gall.,  p.  189,  sq. ;  the 
Spanish,  in  Lit.  Moz.,  passim;  the  English,  in  MaskeU,  Anc.  Lit., 
p.  198;  Exeter  Pontificate,  (edited  by  Ealph  Barnes,  Esq.,  1847,) 
p.  152,  &c. ;  Pusey's  Avrillon,  for  Advent,  Preface. 

'  In  the  document  called  "Ceremonies  of  the  Mass"  put  forth  by 
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though  a  priest,  soiuetiiiies  to  give  the  vnvariihirj 
2J(irt  of  the  episcopal  benediction  at  the  close  of  the 
service,  instead  of  before  the  reception,  iVnd  tliis, 
made  a  constant  feature,  and  somewhat  expanded,  be- 
came our  present  final  Benediction  ;  which  has  thus, 
through  strange  vicissitudes,  passed  in  the  course  of 
1,800  years  from  the  beginning  to  the  end  of  the 
more  solemn  part  of  the  Communion  Olfice. 

And  at  the  same  period,  the  more  rich  and  perfect 
Eastern  form  of  the  Benediction  was  (rather  as  it 
should  seem  by  a  happy  chance  or  conjecture,  than 
from  any  adequate  conception  of  its  claims  on  ground 
of  ancient  usage)  restored  to  its  rightfid  position  at 
the  beginning  of  our  rite,  or  rather  preserved  in  that 
position.  For  in  truth,  the  Lvf/Iish  Church  had  never 
lost  it ;  it  had  always  been  retained  in  the  form  of  the 
capitidum  at  Tierce  (or  9  a.m.)  on  Sunday  morning  ; 
thus  innned lately  preceding  the  celebration  :  as  it  did 
also  in  the  rite  of  Milan.  And  though  at  our  first  and 
second  Revisions  it  was  dropped  out  altogether,  it 
was  in  1559™  reinstated  as  the  closing  feature  of  the 
Litany,  now  as  of  old  appointed  to  precede  Holy  Com- 
munion. It  thus  succeeded  to  precisely  its  old  Eng- 
lish position.  And  that  it  was  derived  through  this 
channel,  and  not,  as  might  otherwise  seem  probable, 
from  the  form  in  the  Liturgy  of  S.  Chrysostom, — whicli 
it  is  nearly  identical  with,  and  which  probably  sug- 
gested its  restoration, — is  proved  by  its  being  an  exact 
translation  of  the  old  English   capitdum,  and   ot   no 

authority  in  lull,  it  is  said,  "Tho  priest  gives  us  at  our  d.cparturr, 
sometimes,  the  benediction  in  tlie  Niunc  of  the  whole  Trinity."  Collier, 
i.  IDO. 

""  See  the  Litany  as  used  in  the  Queen's  ehapd,  in  "  I^ilnrgical  Scc- 
victs  oi' Queen  Eliz.,"  Parker  Society,  p.  17- 
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otlicr  fonn  in  the  world,  and  by  its  having  the  snper- 
scrii)tion  2  Cor.  xiii. :  in  the  old  Tierce  Oflicc,  "  2  Cor. 
ulti. 

Nor  is  it  less  remarkable,  or  less  a  matter  for  thank- 
fulness, that  in  the  exact  position  in  the  service  which 
the  great  Eucharistic  Benediction  originally  occupied, 
and  still  occupies  throughout  the  East,  our  second 
Revision  placed  a  threefold  word  or  message  of  com- 
fort and  peace  from  Christ  Himself  and  His  Apostles  : 
—  a  brief  "  Gospel  and  Epistle,"  as  we  may  say, 
answering  in  all  respects  the  same  purpose  as  the 
original  threefold  "  Peace"  of  our  Lord,  and  as  the 
Church's  subsequent  benedictional  rendering  of  it. 
I  refer,  of  course,  to  the  threefold  "  comfortable 
words"  then  prefixed  to  the  "  Lift  up  your  hearts :" 
the  first  from  the  lips  of  Christ  HimseL^,  the  other 
two  from  St.  Paul  and  St.  John.  They  speak  to  us 
the  very  language  of  the  whole  of  our  Lord's  dis- 
course to  His  disciples  :  the  language  of  comfort  and 
refreshment,  addressed  as  to  the  sorrowful  and  or- 
phans ;  inviting  us,  as  of  old,  to  our  Father's  House, 
and  to  the  fruition  of  His  Love,  declared  in  "  His 
Only-begotten  Son,"  and  assuring  us,  again,  that  we 
have  an  Advocate  (or  "  Comforter')  with  the  Father, 
through  Whom,  as  "  the  propitiation  for  our  sins," 
we  have  peace.  And  I  venture  further  to  believe 
that  it  was  not  without  consulting  the  ancient  Litur- 
gies, but  with  a  conscious  intention  of  assimilating 
our  Office  to  them,  that  these  passages  were  intro- 
duced. For  it  is  certain  that  Cranmer,  when  brindno- 
the  old  Litany  into  its  present  form  in  1544",  for  use 

°  This  earliest  phase  of  our  revised  Litany  is  printed  at  the  end  of 
"  Private  Prayers  of  Queen  Elizabeth's  Reign,"  edited  by  the  Rev.  W. 
Clay,  Parker  Society,  pp.  xxiii.,  365. 
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before  Festival"  celebration,  drew  from  the  Liturirv  of 
S.  Chrysostom,  word  for  word,  the  prayer  now  known 
to  us  as  "A  prayer  of  St.  Chrysostom  ;"  phiciiig  it  in 
the  same  position  as  it  occupied  there,  viz.,  at  the  end 
of  the  litany,  and  before  the  celebration.  This  source, 
then,  was  not  unknown  to  our  original  Revisers  •  and 
since  the  second  Revision  proceeded  for  the  most  part 
from  the  same  hands'',  would  be  likely  to  be  resorted 
to  again.  And  accordingly,  not  only  are  these  sen- 
tences placed  exactly  in  the  ancient  position,  but  the 
selection  of  the  principal  one  of  them  seems  to  have 
been  suggested  by  its  occurrence  in  the  said  Liturgy 
of  S.  Chrysostom'*,  very  close  to  this  part  of  the  Office. 


SECTION  XI. 

The  "Sursurn.  Corda" — Preface— Giving  of  Thanks. 

Proceeding  now  to  consider  the  great  Eucharistic 
Action  proper,  to  which  all  else  was  preparatory,  we 
must  admit  that,  notwithstanding  the  light  thrown 
upon  the  subject  in  a  general  way  by  the  Jewish 
Sabbath-eve  Office  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  uniform 
tenor  of  the  liturgies  on  the  other,  we  are  still  greatly 
in  the  dark  as  to  the  actual  terms  of  the  evXoyia  and 
ivxapia-Tta  used  by  our  Lord.  That  the  "  blessing" 
or  "  giving  of  thanks" — the  two  terms  are  so  uscil 

0  So  Cranmer  calls  it,  "Certain  processions,"  (i.e.  supplications  or 
litanies,)  "  to  be  used  on  Festival  clays."  Letter  to  Ilenrv  VI 11.,  Oct. 
7,  1544.  Collier,  ii.  206;  Clay,  ubi  sup.,  p.  xxiv.  The  lnjunction.s  of 
Edward  VI.  (1547)  made  this  clearer,  Grderiny  it  "  iinmfdiatoly  before 
high  Mass." 

p  See  above,  Introd.,  pp.  128,  129,  note  d.     Troctcr.  p.  :U.  2nd  ed. 

1  Viz.,  immediately  after  the    Tersanctus.     "Holy  art  Tiiou,  Who 

didst  so  love  Thy  world  {sir)  as  to  give,"  &c down  to  "  cvcrla.stinj{ 

life." 
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l)y  the  sacred  Writers  as  perfectly  to  identify'"  them 
one  with  anotiicr — was  of  some  length  ;  that  it  was 
responded  to  by  the  disciples  ;  that  it  gave  thanks 
and  praise  in  exalted  langnage  both  for  the  Being  and 
essential  Attribntes  of  God,  and  also  in  some  mea- 
sure for  His  Work  in  past  or  present  time  for  men  ; — 
gave,  that  is,  both  Tersanctus  and  Trisagion  praise*; 
on  these  points  there  can,  from  the  joint  evidence  of 
our  two  sources  of  information,  be  no  reasonable 
doubt.  As  little  doubt  can  there  be,  for  the  same 
reason,  that  some  such  form  as  "  Lift  up  your  hearts," 
with  its  response,  "  It  is  very  meet,  right,"  &c. ;  and, 
again,  some  commemoration  of  Angelic  worshij),  end- 
ing with  "  Holy,  Holy,  Holy,  Lord  God  of  Hosts, 
Heaven  and  earth  are  full  of  Thy  Glor}-^," — found  a 
place  in  that  "  giving  of  thanks."  Beyond  this  point, 
however,  the  Liturgies  are  found  to  be  as  widely  di- 
vergent in  expression,  as  they  are  absolutely  coinci- 
dent hitherto.  We  conclude,  that  it  was  7iot  ordained 
that  the  actual  words  of  the  Divine  Master's  Blessing 
should,  beyond  this,  be  preserved  to  the  Church,  or 
employed  by  her.  The  outline,  we  may  say,  was  be- 
queathed to  her,  but  not  the  filling  in  of  it.  Li  truth, 
the  main  substance  of  the  destined  "filling  in," — that 
is  to  say,  the  completed  work  of  the  Economy, — was 

'  St.  Matthew  and  St.  Mark  apply  "  blessed"  to  the  Bread,  here  and 
at  the  miraculous  feeding ;  "  giveth  thanks"  to  the  Cup  :  but  St.  Luke, 
•who,  like  St.  John,  has  "  blessed"  at  the  miraculous  feeding,  has  "  gave 
thanks"  for  both  bread  and  cup  ;  as  also  has  St.  Paul,  1  Cor.  xi.  ;  but 
in  1  Cor.  x.  "blessing"  for  the  cup.  "The  terms  were  convertible." 
Rev.  T.  S.  Green,  Developed  Criticism  of  New  Test.,  p.  29  —  a  high 
authority. 

^  For  the  distinction,  see  above,  p.  338  ;  and  vol.  i.  p.  355  ;  where  it 
will  be  seen  tliat  the  first  half  of  the  Te  Deum  is  comparatively  irrespec- 
tive praise,  like  the  Tersanctus ;  the  other  half  Trisagion  praise,  for  the 
work  of  redemption. 
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not  at  that  time  capable  of  being  embodied  in  a 
thanksgiving;  certainly  not  so  as  to  be  intelligible 
to  the  disciples.  And  we  shall  most  probably,  in 
forming  our  conceptions  on  this  mysterious  subject, 
find  our  best  guide  in  the  analogy  furnished  by  that 
other  great  act  of  Benediction,  second  only  to  this, 
and  all  but  guaranteed  to  us  as  interpretative'  of  it, 
by  which  our  Lord  multiplied  the  loaves.  In  that 
case  the  "  blessing"  or  "  grace"  was  doubtless  an  or- 
dinary Jewish  grace  before  eating  bread,  but  opera- 
tive, according  to  the  good  pleasure  of  His  Will,  to 
new  and  miraculous  effects.  And  so  too  here,  in  like 
manner,  the  vast  and  momentous  effects  attached  by 
the  Divine  Will  to  that  Blessing,  and  ensuing  imme- 
diately upon  it,  may  well  have  lacked  any  outward 
expression.  By  some  adaptation  of  the  language  of 
the  Passover-eve  ritual  it  probably  was  that  our  Lord 
"  gave  thanks :"  the  question  of  the  exact  terms  em- 
ployed we  must  leave  in  the  obscurity  which  Scripture 
has  drawn  over  it. 

W^e  cannot,  however,  but  notice  parts  of  those  forms 
of  service,  which  were  fitted,  by  their  tenor  and  preg- 
nant character,  to  express  the  great  mysteries  now  in 
hand.  Such  are,  in  the  domestic  rite,  the  words  in 
which  it  is  prayed  that  the  evening  sacrilice*^  may 
ascend,  and  be  accepted  and  heard  in  behalf  of  those 
present.  This  is  said  with  reference  to  the  bread  and 
wine — it  is  the  iV)(apLaTLa  belonging  to  both.  it 
was  a  real  presentation,  as  observed  before,  of  that 
sacrifice  through  tiiosc  media.  Nothing,  therefore, 
ctniid  better  ex[)ress  the  ]Mi(liari>tic  work  of  ('hri>f. 
Viewing  the  Action   of  that  evening  ami   of  the  foi- 

•  The  great  Eucharist ic  discourse  in  St.  John  vi.  Ilowing  out  of  that 
miracle.  "  I'-  2^1. 
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lowing  day  as  one  timeless  Transaction,  so  to  speak ; 
understanding  that  His  Sacrifice  of  Himself  on  the 
Cross  was  already  in  a  deep  mystery  present ;  the  two 
things  are  perfectly  parallel. — In  the  parallel  part  of  the 
jmhlic  rite,  again ^,  the  service  is  viewed  as  that  of  God's 
people  Israel,  and  it  is  prayed  that  God  would  "  sanc- 
tify them  through  the  commandments,"  and  that  they 
may  have  clean  hearts  to  serve  Him  acceptably.  And 
so  did  our  Lord  })ray  for  His  Church,  "  Sanctify  them 
through  Thy  truth ;  Thy  word  is  truth ;"  and  de- 
clare that  He  had  therefore  "  sanctified  Himself"  by 
His  Sacrifice,  that  His  Church  might  be  "  sanctified," 
that  is,  made  fit  for  acceptable  service,  through  union 
with  Him,  "  the  Truth." — So,  again,  there  are  thanks 
for  the  Old  Covenant :  imparting  emphasis,  it  may 
well  seem,  to  the  words,  "  This  is  My  Blood  of  the 
Kew  Covenant." — There  are  thanks  for  "the  law  and 
the  statutes,  grace,  life,  and  favour,  and  inheritance 
of  the  good  land  bestowed  on  them ;"  and  so  our 
Lord,  in  His  Hymn  of  Thanksgiving,  declares  that 
His  Work  has  been  to  give  them  eternal  life  by  the 
knowledge  of  the  Father  and  the  Son,  and  that  He 
has  also  given  them  "  glory"  now,  and  wills  to  bring 
them  to  their  true  Inheritance  hereafter. — There  is 
remembrance  made  of  the  "  bringing  out"  of  Egypt 
and  from  Satanic  "  bondage;"  and  so,  too,  there  is  a 
prayer  for  His  own;  for  those  whom  God  "had  given 
Him  out  of  the  world,"  that  He  should  "  keep  them 
from  the  Evil  One." — There  is  mention  of  the  Anointed 
Messiah  as  yet  to  come ;  for  which  was  to  be  hence- 
forth substituted  the  perpetual  remembrance  of  His 
First  coming  as  past,  until  His  coming  again. — There 
is  a  special  prayer  for  the  miltij,  as  well  as  the  peace 

*  J).  293. 
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of  Israel;  and  that,  too,  in  the  remarkable  form, 
"Bless  us,  0  Lord,  all  as  one  man" — an  expression 
occurring  elsewhere  in  their  services,  and  a  plain  in- 
stance of  the  training  of  the  nation  in  the  doctrine 
of  mystical  incorporation  :  and  our  Lord's  prayer  is 
conceived  in  this  very  forn),  "  That  they  also  may 
be  One  in  Us." 

This  survey  of  our  Lord's  own  Divine  comment,  so 
to  speak,  on  His  preceding  Action,  adds  greatly  to 
the  presumption  that  we  have  indeed,  in  the  Jewish 
forms  referred  to,  the  substance  of  His  consecratory 
Blessing.  And  there  are  some  features  in  that  Bless- 
ing, thus  conceived  of,  which  it  will  be  instructive 
briefly  to  dwell  upon  ;  such  as,  1 .  The  responsive  form 
of  it,  and  the  large  proportion  of  the  verbal  action,  so 
to  speak,  assigned  to  those  present.  Such  at  least  is 
the  case  in  the  Jewish  forms.  The  reader  of  the 
"  grace"  leads  indeed,  and  in  part  is  the  sole  speaker  ; 
but  the  bulk  of  the  ritual  is  what  he  elicits  from 
them,  or  utters  jointly  with  them.  We  seem  to 
gather  hence  what  is  the  true  nature  of  all  Eucha- 
ristic  consecration.  There  Avere  at  the  first,  there 
ever  must  be,  two  parties  to  it.  The  one  is  the  solely 
empowered  High-Priest  Himself,  Who  alone  can 
powerfully  and  meritoriously  present  the  Gift  witii 
acceptance,  and  make  it  all  it  is  in  the  sight  of  God, 
and  for  the  benefit  of  man.  But  the  other  is  the 
body  of  the  faithful,  assenting  with  glad  acclaim  to 
the  mighty  work  of  their  gracious  Priest.  Not  with- 
out drawing  forth  this  assent  was  the  great  Sacrilicc 
offered  at  the  first.  And  now,  as  then,  our  part  in 
the  matter  is  neither  less  nor  more  than  to  render 
that  assent.  The  Consecrator  is  still  no  other  than 
Chribt,  presenting  effectually,  though  ])y  the  hands  of 
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earthly  ministers,  the  Gift.  "Be  present,  be  present 
O  Jesu,  gO(xl  nigh-Priest,  in  the  midst  of  us,  as  Thou 
wast  in  the  midst  of  Thy  disciples,  and  sanctify  this 
Gift^,"  (viz.  by  presenting  it  with  power,)  is  the 
Church's  desire ;  and  it  is  with  the  full  belief  that 
He  will  do  so  that  she  makes  rehearsal  of  His  Eucha- 
ristic  action  and  words.  And  we  see,  2.  from  our 
ignorance  of  the  exact  words  employed  by  our  Lord, 
though  we  have  a  sufficient  clue  to  their  tenour,  that 
consecration  is  not  suspended,  as  the  later  Roman 
Church  has  daringly  ruled,  on  the  pronunciation  of 
certain  w'ords  and  syllables.  While  nothing  can  be 
more  fixed  than  the  general  outline  of  the  Church's 
consecratory  formula, — the  invitation,  the  hearty  re- 
sponse, the  fellowship  claimed  with  angelic  worship, 
the  Tersanctus,  the  commemoration,  more  or  less  at 
length,  of  the  Economy,  the  recital  of  the  Institution 
with  suitable  handling  of  the  Elements  ; — nothing,  on 
the  other  hand,  is  more  varying  than  the  actual  words 
and  the  precise  actions  employed.  No  two  Churches 
in  the  world  have  even  the  same  words  of  Institu- 
tion^. It  is  manifestly,  throughout,  the  unity  of  mind 
and  purpose  between  the  Church  and  her  Lord,  her 
desire  and  endeavour  to  do  all  as  He  did,  and  as  He 
left  her  a  general  instruction  to  do;  it  is  this  that 
secures  His  consecrating  Presence  and  Operation,  and 
so  brings  about  the  great  end  to  be  accomplished. 
Yet,  3.  there  is  a  point  at  whicli  this  Divine  Operation 
is  conceived  to  reach  its  peculiar  and  culminating, 
and,  so  to  speak,  its  solitary  stage.  As  there  were 
certain  things  and  words  which  the  Priest  in  the 
Temple,  or  the  leader  of  the  synagogue  service,  took 

s'  Mozarab.  Lit.,  just  before  the  words  of  Institution. 
'  See  for  examples,  Neale,  Gen.  Introd.,  pp.  554 — 561. 
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to  himself  alone, — as  the  presentation  of  the  sacrifice, 
and  consumption  of  it  by  fire,  or  the  taking  in  hand 
and  presenting  of  the  bread  and  cup,  and  probably 
certain  words  of  sacrificial  prayer; — -  so  does  the 
Church  at  a  certain  point  in  her  service,  conceive  of 
herself  as  standing  aside*";  and,  ceasing  from  her  own 
words  and  aspirations,  confine  herself  to  simple  re- 
hearsal of  what  Christ  did;  thus  leaving  the  work, 
accompanied  only  by  her  now  huslied  and  awful  as- 
sent, to  the  Great  High-Priest  Himself. 


SECTION  XH. 
The  Words  of  Institution— The  Great  Intercession. 

The  AYords  of  administration  of  the  Elements, 
which  followed  the  "  blessing  and  giving  of  thanks," 
or  "consecration,"  derive  much  illustration  from  the 
sources  indicated  in  this  chapter.  In  the  first  place 
we  read,  He  "  brake."  Now,  antecedently  to  mystic 
significations  or  effects  which  this  action  possessed, 
its  primary  aspect  at  that  hour  doubtless  was,  that  it 
was  the  "breaking  of  the  bread  of  consolation"  to 
the  mourners  and  "  or})hans"  around. — Next,  on  the 
above-made  supposition,  that  the  supper  had  actually 
been  upon  the  flesh  or  body  oi  :i  passovcr  pcace-olJrr- 
ing,  as  a  lamb  or  a  kid,  we  are  justified  in  discerning 
allusions,  in  our  Lord's  words,  not  only  to  the  pax^^- 
over  rites,  but  to  those  of  i\\{i peacc-offcrinf/  also.  And 
this  indeed  is  one  strong  recommendation  ol  that 
view.  For  the  passovcr  proper,  though  a  sacrifice,  is 
nowhere  said  to  be  "  given"  first,  then  "  eaten  of," 
and  therefore  furnishes  an  insufficient  basis  for  those 
expressions.     Whereas  His  having  said  that  lie  "  had 

•  Aliove,  p.  U)3. 
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greatly  desired  to  eat  of  that  passover  (peace-offering) 
"with  them  before  He  suffered,"  would  lead  up  very  na- 
turally to  the  injunction,  "  Take,  eat,  this  is  j\Iy  Body, 
which  is  now  given  (as  a  peace-offering)  for  you."  The 
parallel  or  contrast  is  most  complete,  and  in  a  high 
degree  explanatory.  For  the  rule  of  the  eucharistic 
peace-offering  was  that  it  should  be  "  eaten"  in  the 
same  day  that  it  was  "given"  or  "offered^."  It  was, 
therefore,  as  if  He  had  said,  '•  Lo,  I  give  you  to  eat  of 
the  Body,  or  Flesh,  of  another  Peace-Offering,  which 
is  now  offered  for  you,  in  place  of  that  Mosaic  one, 
which  I  have  just  taken  leave  of."  Thus  the  "bread 
of  mourners"  was  elevated  into  a  joyful  feast;  for 
such  w^as  the  character  of  all  feeding  upon  peace- 
offerings.  The  "meat-offering,"  again,  consisting  of 
bread,  was  in  part  a  "gift""  to  God,  and  the  rest 
*' eaten"  by  the  priest.  So,  too,  when  we  connect 
our  Lord's  Action  with  the  domestic  rite  above  de- 
scribed, Ilis  words  become  pregnant"*,  as  we  should 
expect  that  they  would  be,  with  allusions  to  the  sliew- 
hread ;  which,  no  less  than  the  peace-offerings,  was 
first  "given"  to  God  for  "  a  memorial,"  or  as  a  means 
of  presenting  and  pleading  the  continual  offering, 
and  then  "  eaten"  by  man.' — The  word  "  take"  is  also, 
most  probably,  of  special  significance.  When  priests 
were  consecrated,  their  hands  were  "  filled"  with  a 
portion  of  a  ram  slain  for  a  peace-offering,  together 
Avith  bread;  and  they  were,  under  the  guidance  of 

''  Lev.  vii.  5  (or  15) :  ^  we'pa  laipCirai,  ffpwBrjffeTai,  Tliis  was  peculiar 
to  Eucharistic  peace-offerings.     See  above,  p.  272. 

'  See  Lev.  ii.  61,  &c. :  "  If  a  soul  bring  a  ^i/f,  or  sacrifice  to  the 
Lord,  liis  gift  sliaU  be  fine  flour,  (or  baked  bread,  ver.  5,  7),  and  the 
priest  shall  burn  the  memorial  (i.e.  a  handful,  to  act  sacrificiaUj)  ou 
the  altar ;  and  the  remnant  shall  be  Aaron's  and  his  sons'." 

"  Mai.  i.  11. 
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the  priest,  putting  liis  linnds  under  tlieirs,  to  "  wave" 
and  present  this  before  God  as  an  act  of  self-dedica- 
tion, and  afterwards  to  eat  their  own  portion.  This 
completed  their  "consecration,"  because  it  involved 
a  primary  and  inaugural  act  of  priesthood  on  their 
part.  Our  Lord's  own  taking  of  the  bread  into  His 
Hands  was  for  Him  a  consecration*"  of  this  kind  :  and 
the  similar  action  thus  enjoined  on  the  Apostles  would 
be  at  once  their  inauguration  as  sacrificial  persons, 
and  their  first  Communion.  It  was  doubtless  hence 
that  in  Ordinations  in  early  days,  the  candidate,  taught 
by  the  ordaining  Bishop,  held  a  part  of  the  Elements  in 
his  hands  during  the  consecration ^  The  same  action 
was  prescribed  for  the  offerers  of  private  peace-offer- 
ings;  who  thus  were  admitted  to  the  exercise  of  per- 
sonal priesthood,  by  the  very  act  of  reception.  It  is 
therefore  with  a  loss  of  fitness  and  significance,  that 
in  every  Church  in  the  world  (as  it  should  seem)  in 
the  present  day,  the  English  only  excepted,  the  origi- 
nal divinely-appointed  method  of  administering  the 
Elements  has  been  more  or  less  abandoned.  Through- 
out East  and  West  alike,  the  officiating  clergy,  and 
they  alone,  receive  in  the  ordained  manner^.  To  the 
laity  the  Bread  and  Wine  are  nowhere  given  into  the 
liands ;  worse  still,  they  are  in  the  East  given  not 
even  separately,  but  mixed;  saddest  of  all,  and  most 
fearful  to  think  upon,  in  the  Roman  West  the  \\"]\\c 
is  never  given  at  all.  The  English  Church,  mcan- 
"whilc,  has  not  only  restored  the  divine  mode  of  ad- 
ministering the  elements,  but  also  embodied  in  her 

•  See  a])ove,  cli.  i.  p.  172. 

'  See  Moriinis,  Dc  Saoiis  Onliiiaticjuihus;  niul  an  nrlidr  in  11i<-  Clnis- 
lian  Remembrancer,  on  tlic  Bishop  of  Oxford's  Onliiialioii  Addresses. 
'  See  Neale,  p.  524. 
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formula  for  reception  what  may  be  used  as  a  special 
recognition  of  the  priestly  character  of  the  act  of  re- 
ceiving. The  words,  "  Take  and  eat  this,  or  drink 
this,  in  remembrance,"  however  they  originated^,  (a 
point  now  of  no  importance,)  do  unquestionably  well 
remind  us  that  as  our  hands  are  then  "  filled,"  so 
should  we  make  an  act  of  priestly  memorial  and  self- 
dedication,  no  less  than  of  communion. 

Observe,  again,  that  in  the  Liturgies  the  most  usual 
version  of  our  Lord's  Words  concerning  the  Bread  is, 
somewhat  singularly,  that  whicli  St.  Paul  alone  has 
given;  "which  is  broken^  for  you."  This  is,  from 
one  point  of  view,  the  carrying  on  of  the  idea  of  con- 
solation. But  "  broken"  is  also  a  sacrificial  term ; 
and  when  in  conjunction,  as  here,  with  "for  you," 
asserts  to  itself  that  meaning.  Now  it  was  ordained 
that  the  "  anointed  High-Priest"  (6  XpLcrros)  should 
on  the  day  of  his  consecration,  and  daily  ever  after, 
make  an  offering  of  bread,  brolien  into  many  pieces'^.  To 
this  offering  St.  Paul  refers  when  he  says  that  Christ 
"  needed  not  daily,  as  those  high-priests,  to  offer  up 
sacrifices  first  for  His  own  sins  and  then  for  the  peo- 
l)le,  for  this  He  did  once  when  He  offered  up  Him- 
self." Of  course  in  this  instance,  the  sins  for  which 
the  High-Piiest's  offering  was  made  were  the  people's 
vvliich  He  had  taken  upon  Him.  And  from  the  double 
significance  thus  involved  in  the  word  "  broken,"  the 
"  breaking  of  bread"  naturally  became  the  customary 
term  for  the  celebration  of  the  Eucharist. 


•'  Above,  Introd.,  p.  135. 

'  S.  James,  S.  Mark,  Arm.,  Nest.,  Milan,  Svi\  S.  James  and  Copt. 
S.  Basil,  "  broken  and  given." 

''  KkaanaTOf  'fragments,'  from  KXaw.  'to  break;'  the  term  liere  used 
by  our  Lord,  and  by  St.  Paul.     The  ordinance  is  in  Lev.  vi.  20 — 22. 
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For  the  rest,  we  may  observe  that  almost  all  Eastern 
Liturgies  derive  the  words,  "  Take,  eat,"  from  the  two 
first  Evangelists  and  St.  Paul ;  "  this  is  My  Body," 
from  all  four  authorities  ;  "  which  is  broken  for  you," 
from  St.  Paul  alone  ;  some  adding  "  for  many,"  and 
"  for  the  remission  of  sins,"  from  St.  Matthew's  words 
for  the  Wine ;  one  family  alone  (S.  Mark,  Copt.  S. 
Basil,  with  the  Spanish  and  Galilean)  subjoining,  as 
we  do,  with  St.  Luke  and  St.  Paul,  "This  do  in  re- 
membrance of  Me."  The  Roman  alone  has  exclu- 
sively the  famous  five  words,  "  For  this  is  My  Body." 
At  our  Revision,  the  English  Church  followed  St.  Luke 
exactly,  only  prefixing  "  Take,  eat,"  from  the  other 
three.  It  is  infinitely  probable  that  the  Roman  form 
was  originally  fuller,  like  all  the  rest ;  and  if  one  might 
offer  a  conjecture  as  to  the  origin  of  the  present  brief 
and  meagre  formula,  it  may  well  have  proceeded  from 
the  deference  felt  in  the  Roman  Church,  in  the  fourth 
and  fifth  centuries,  for  the  great  doctors  of  the  African 
Church,  especially  TertuUian  and  Augustine.  Thus, 
we  can  hardly  doubt,  that  it  was  hence  that  the  kiss 
of  peace  was  placed  just  before  the  consecration ;  since 
the  African  Church  alone  had  it  there  previously,  and 
both  these  writers  dvvelP  upon  it  as  a  point  of  import- 
ance. May  not  the  strange  and  exceptional  brevity 
of  the  Roman  words  have  been  founded,  in  like  man- 
ner, on  the  dictum  of  TertuUian,  "  Acceptura  panera, 
et  distributum  discipulis.  Corpus  suum  ilium  fecit, 
Hoc  est  Corjms  Meum  dicendo'^y     That  she  had  at 


•  Sec  Palmer,  Diss.,  p.  135. 

^  Adv.  Marcion,  ii.  40.  Again,  De  Orat.,  c.  6  :  "Corpus  ejus  ia  pniio 
censetur.  Hoc  est  Corpus  Meum."  This  passage,  liowcvcr,  proves  that 
TertuUian  did  not  understand  the  words  "  Hoc  est,"  &c.,  to  rffcd  tlie 
consecration,  but  to  announce  it  as  a  thing  accomplished. 

]5   b 
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one  time  a  fuller  form,  is  probable  from  the  fact  that 
her  present  one,  as  far  as  it  goes,  agrees  precisely  with 
S.  Mark's,  (to  which  she  owes  so  much  of  her  Canon,) 
and  wath  that  alone.  The  word  "for"  is  not  found 
in  connection  with  the  bread  either  in  Scripture  or 
liturgy,  save  in  these  two  rites  only.  The  S.  Mark's 
runs  thus,  "  Take,  eat,  /or  this  is  My  Body,  which  is 
broken  for  you,  and  distributed  for  the  remission  of 
sins."  Now,  it  will  be  observed,  that  Tertullian  has 
the  word  "  distributed,"  which  is  also  quite  peculiar 
to  S.  Mark.  It  would  seem  to  follow  that  the  three 
Churches, — the  Alexandrian,  African,  Roman, — had 
this  form  in  common ;  and  that,  by  a  too  narrow  ap- 
prehension of  Tertullian 's  w^ords,  the  Roman  Church 
was  led  to  abridge  it. 

Again,  as  to  the  words,  "  This  do  in  remembrance 
of  Me,  or  for  My  memorial."  On  the  arrangement 
before  advocated,  there  is,  as  has  already  been  pointed 
out,  a  luminous  sequence  betw^een  "  So  I  Do,"  and 
"  This  do  ye."  And  a  reference  to  the  Jewish  habits 
furnishes  a  clear  primary  conception  to  be  attached 
to  the  word  "remembrance"  or  "memorial,"  antece- 
dently to  those  deeper  ones  which  flow  from  the  con- 
sideration of  the  shew-bread,  or  the  peace-ofTerings, 
or  the  entire  sacrificial  system.  It  will  be  observed 
that  it  was  said,  in  reference  to  the  Cup,  "This  do, 
as  oft  as  ye  drink,  for  My  Memorial."  Now  of  this 
no  satisfactory  explanation  has  ever  been  given.  And 
there  is  but  one  key  to  it,  namely,  to  assume  an  exist- 
ing liahit  {oaaKLS  o.v  TrlvrjTe)  of  "  drinking  in  me- 
morial." And  so  St.  Paul  says  emphatically  °,  and  as 
if  in  contradistinction  to  some  less  eminent  memorial 

"  1  Co'-.  xi. 3  so  our  Lord  thrice  uses  "this,"  w.  24,  25. 
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bread  and  cup,  "  As  oft  as  ye  eat  this  bread  and  drink 
tJiis  cup,  ye  shew  forth"  nothing  less  than  "  the  Lord's 
Death,  till  He  come."  Our  Lord's  words,  then,  were 
as  if  He  had  said,  "  Hitherto  ye  have  blessed  and 
offered, — eaten  and  drunk, — bread  and  wine,  on  your 
Sabbath  Eves,  in  remembrance  of  the  six  days'  Crea- 
tion, and  of  the  completion,  on  that  day,  of  your 
week-long  deliverance  from  Egypt :  henceforth,  keep 
and  do,  week  by  week,  this  new  sacrificial  Service, 
for  a  loving  and  thankful  Memorial  of  j\Ie,  and  of  My 
new  and  glorious  six  days'  Work  of  love  and  power, 
of  Creation  and  Redemption,  of  Death  and  Resur- 
rection." It  is  surely  most  remarkable  that  the  Crea- 
tion, the  Exodus,  and  the  Redemption  should  have  run 
so  exactly  a  six-day  course ;  measuring  the  last-men- 
tioned from  the  early  morning*  of  Palm  Sunday  (when 
"the  Lamb  of  God,"  by  His  entry  into  Jerusalem 
"on  the  tenth  day  of  the  first  month","  entered  upon 
the  "  Great  Week")  to  the  early  morning  of  the  Resur- 
rection. And  will  not  this  parallel  furnish  the  rationale 
of  a  circumstance  otherwise  not  very  easily  accounted 
for,  viz.  the  selection,  even  in  Apostolic  days,  and  ever 
after,  of  one  day  in  the  week,  and  that  the  First,  for 
Eucharistic  Celebration  ?  Why  not,  rather,  the  weekly 
recurrence  of  its  Listitution  ?  or  why,  though  at  the 
first  on  the  eve,  so  soon  after  on  the  early  morning,  of 
Sunday?  It  is  not  fully  to  the  purpose  to  say  tliat 
the  Resurrection  of  our  Lord  marked  out  the  day : 
for,  the  celebration  was  not  at  first  in  the  morning 
at  all.  But  the  ancient  Jewish  habit  explains  all. 
The  wonted  time  for  a  "memorial"  of  deliverance 
was  at  a  sui)per  on  the  eve  of  the  day.     And  the 

»  Exod.  xii.  2,  3. 

D  b  2 
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habit  of  Eiiclinristic  memorial,  begun  at  first  on  the 
eve  of  the  Resurrection-day,  was  easily  on  occasion 
j)rorogued  (as  at  Troas)  to  the  early  morning  ;  where 
we  find  it  in  Pliny's  time :  and  thence  it  would  easily 
gravitate  towards  the  old  sacrificial  and  shew-bread 
hour,  and  the  hour  of  the  Descent  of  the  Holy 
Spirit. 

Between  the  giving  of  the  bread  and  that  of  the 
wine  there  was-  certainly  an  interval.  The  words 
"  even  so  I  do"  were  followed  by  the  consecration  of 
the  bread,  and  this  again  by  "  Arise,  let  us  go  hence," 
and  by  the  discourses  in  St.  John  xv.,  xvi.  But,  ere 
they  departed,  there  was  to  be  one  more  crowning  and 
farewell  Action  and  Gift.  No  sacrifice  of  old.  Gentile 
or  Jewish,  was  held  to  be  complete  until  the  wine  had 
been  poured  out  upon  it.  Then  it  was  that,  on  Jewish 
Festival  days,  the  crash  of  trumpets  announced  the 
overthrow  of  the  hosts  of  the  Prince  of  the  power  of 
the  air,  as  now  the  like  "  pouring  out"  was  duly 
accompanied  by  the  great  Epinikion  of  Divine  victory, 
"  Be  of  good  cheer,  I  have  overcome  the  world." 
Then  it  was  too  that,  in  the  Gentile  ritual,  the  "  im- 
molation" eff'ected  by  the  breaking  of  the  bread  was 
ennobled  and  crowned  by  the  "  mactationP,"  or  plen- 
teous outpouring  of  the  wine.  Accordingly,  rising** 
from  the  now  completed  supper,  and  they  with  Him, 
(whence  probably  in  the  Eastern  liturgies'"  the  warn- 
ing, "  Let  us  stand,"  and  the  ancient  position  of  re- 

p  Above,  p.  76. 

^  Comp.  Mr.  Keble's  Sermon  on  Eucbaristical  Offices  :  "  Our  Lord 
had  risen  from  the  Table,  where,  a  few  minutes  before,  He  had  ordained 
the  Sacrament  of  His  Body,  to  leave  the  room ;  and  on  rising  turned  tlie 
pai'tiug  Cup  into  the  Sacrament  of  His  Blood," 

'  S.  Jas.  Gk.  and  Syr.,  S.  Chrys.,  Ai'm. ;  the  Copt,  has  "  stand  fear ;" 
Moz.,  "  As  ye  stand,  give  the  peace." 
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ceptioii,  viz.,  standing',)  holding  in  His  Right  Hand 
the  Cup  "  of  consolation"  for  "  His  friends," — "  of 
trembling"  to  His  enemies,  because  "full  mixed'" 
with  His  victorious  Blood, — He  turns  the  discourse 
from  the  ingrafting  into  His  Body",  and  the  strength- 
ening imparted  by  the  Bread,  to  the  bringing  forth* 
of  fruit  and  receiving  of  refreshment  through  being  in 
Him  as  the  Vine.  This  retrospective  character  of  the 
earlier  part  of  chap.  xv.  has  been  already  remarked 
upon.  In  the  remainder  of  it  (vers.  18  to  end)  and  in 
chap.  xvi.  1 — 11,  He  prepares  them  for  trials  and 
persecutions,  of  which  He  had  hitherto  said  nothing ; 
defines  more  clearly  than  before  the  Office  of  the  Com- 
forter, towards  them  and  the  world ;  promises  joy 
out  of  tribulation  ;  and  finally,  returning  to  the  great 
theme  with  which  He  set  out^,  of  His  return  to  His 
Father,  draics  from  them  at  length  the  stedfast 
"Creed,"  uttered  with  one  voice,  for  which  He  may 
well  seem  to  have  been  waiting  ere  He  could  finish 
His  Work, — "  We  believe  that  Thou  camest  forth 
from  God."  Hence  surely,  in  many  liturgies,  the 
brief  Creed  at  reception,  "  We  believe",  0  Lord,  with 
tmth  and  certainty;  we  believe,  yea,  we  believe  in 
Thee,  as  the   Holy  Catholic  Church   believeth,  that 


•  See  Neale,  p.  514 ;  Sala,  iii.  396,  for  early  "Western  practice.  The 
Eastern  bowing  down,  however,  approximates  to  the  now  universal 
Western  practice  of  kneeling. 

'  Psalm  Ixxv. 

"  Comp.  xiv.  20:  "Ye  shall  know  that  I  am  in  My  Father,  andy*  in 
Me,  and  I  in  you  ;"  and  ver.  27  :  "  Peace  I  give  unto  you  :  let  not  your 
heart  be  troubled." 

'  lb.  XV.  1—8;  xvi.  33  :  "  Your  heart  shall  rejoice;  and  your>y  no 
man  t;ikcth  from  you  :"  "  Be  of  good  cheer." 

1  lb.  xiii.  1,  33. 

»  Syr.,  Copt.  S.  Basil ;  S.  Chrys.  h;is,  "  1  believe  and  confess,"  &c. 
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Thou   art   One  Holy  Father,   One   Holy  Son,   One 
Holy  Ghost  ^" 

And  now  the  Saviour,  while  receiving,  doubtless, 
with  holiest  joy,  their  confession  of  present  faith,  yet 
foretells  (in  words  in  which  His  Foreknowledge  as  God 
blends  wondrously  with  pathetic  sense  of  desertion  as 
Man)  that  their  faith  would  presently  fail  thera,  and 
that  He  must  "  tread  the  wine-press  alone."  "  Do 
ye  now  believe  ?  Behold,  the  hour  cometh,  and  now 
is,  that  ye  shall  be  scattered  every  man  to  his  own, 
and  shall  leave  Me  alone:  and  yet  I  am  uot  alone, 
because  the  Father  is  with  Me."  Yet  to  the  last.  He 
"  will  not  leave  them  comfortless."  He  has  reserved 
a  blessing  for  that  hour.  "After  Supper,  He  took 
the  Cup  ...  of  the  New  Testament  in  His  Blood,  and 
gave  it  to  them,"  when  first  He  had  given  it  to  God. 
But  ere  He  did  so.  He  assured  them  once  more  of 
His  abiding  peace ;  and  announced,  for  their  everlast- 
ing comfort,  that  by  virtue  of  His  victorious  Passion, 
then  in  a  mystery  touching  upon  completion,  they 
might,  in  despite  of  the  assaults  of  the  world  and 
the  devil,  "be  of  good  cheer,  for  He  had  overcome 
the  world  ^" 


•  This  Trinitarian  form  appears  to  be  the  primary  one ;  as  in  S.  Mark, 
Copt.,  Nest.  Others  adopted,  manifestly  from  the  Gloria  in  Excelsis, — 
so  strong  has  been  the  tendency  ia  East  and  West  to  draw  upon  that 
great  Hymn  for  language  connected  with  reception, — "One  Holy, 
One  Lord,  One  Jesus  Clu:ist,  to  the  glory  of  God  the  Father.''  So  Gk. 
S.  Jas.j  S.  Chi-ys.,  Arm. 

''  It  is  impossible  not  to  see  manifold  allusions  to  aU  this  ia  St.  John 
iv.,  V.  Besides  countless  reiterations  of  the  law  of  love  as  laid  down  by 
our  Lord,  he  rests  all  our  confidence  on  this,  that  our  position  and 
powers  towards  the  world  and  the  Evil  One  are  assimilated  and  identified 
with  those  of  Christ  Himself,  in  the  days  of  His  Flesh,  and  even  as  He 
is  now  in  glory.  "As  He  is,  so  are  we  m  this  world,"  (iv.  7).  "This 
is  the  victory  that  overcame  {h  yiKria-a<ra)  the  world,  even  our  faith: 
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There  is  yet  one  remarkable  action  in  the  Liturgies 
connected  with  reception,  and  apparently  at  one  time 
universal;  and  which,  therefore,  probably  had  its 
origin  in  our  Lord's  own  gesture.  It  is  the  solemn 
raising  up  of  the  Bread,  with  the  w^ord  to.  ayia  tol^ 
ayloLs  or  "  Sancta  Sanctis."  This  is  prefaced  mostly *" 
by  a  prayer  that  God  would  receive  this  "  hymn,"  and 
followed  by  the  short  Creed  just  described.  It  cannot, 
therefore,  primarily,  have  meant  "  holy  things  are  for 
holy  persons,"  which  indeed  would  require  ayia  aylois. 
It  was  rather  a  renewal,  with  reference  to  reception, 
of  the  lifting  up  which  had  before  been  made,  either  at 
oblation  or  consecration ;  an  acknowledgment  of  the 
awful  relations  of  nearness  in  which  the  Gifts,  h(i\\w 
what  they  were,  stood  either  to  the  Three  Persons  of 
the  Holy  Trinity,  or  to  the  Holiest  Place.  This  would 
act  as  a  warning  to  the  unfit,  and  as  such  it  had  come 
to  be  used.  Such  would  seem,  at  least,  to  be  the 
nature  of  the  singular  action  and  words  in  question, 
though  there  is  some  uncertainty  about  it  ^ 

As  to  the  blessing  with  which  the  Cup  was  offered, 
we  can  only  conjecture,  that  by  reason  of  the  full 
benediction  previously  used  for  the  Bread,  it  may  have 

who  is  he  that  overcometh  the  world,  but  he  that  believeth  that  Jesus  is 
the  Son  of  God?"  (iv.  14,  v.  3.)  And  then  in  the  Received  Text  follows 
that  far-famed  Trinitarian  declaration,  which  is  as  manifestly  counte- 
nanced, or  even  demanded,  by  the  context  and  grammar,  as  it  is  steadily 
repudiated  by  critical  science ;  and  which  derives,  as  1  conceive,  no 
small  countenance  from  its  completing  the  parallel  between  the  Epistles 
and  Liturgies.  "  For  there  are  three  that  bear  record  in  Heaven,  the 
Father,  the  Son,  and  the  Holy  Ghost ;  and  these  Three  are  One." 

'  SS.  James,  Mark. 

"■  See  above,  Introd.,  p.  175,  &c.  The  Moz.  coimcets  tiie  "Sanria 
Sanctis"  with  the  mixture  of  the  Bread  and  Wine.  The  Aruieni.ni 
has  simply  "The  Holy  of  Holies;"  which  countenances  tiic  view  iu 
the  text. 
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been  comparatively  brief.  AVe  can  hardly  suppose 
that  the  responsive  acclamation  was  again  called 
forth ;  at  least  at  any  length.  It  is  in  accordance 
with  this  supposition,  that  the  custom  of  the  Western 
Church  has  never  been  to  repeat  the  entire  act  of 
"  giving  of  thanks,"  but,  reckoning  that  as  performed 
once  for  all,  to  make  rehearsal  of  the  Institution  of 
both  Bread  and  Cup  under  one  "  preface"  or  intro- 
duction. 


SECTION  XIII. 

The  completion  of  the  great  Act  of  Sacrifice  and 
Sacrificial  Communion  was  followed,  according  to  our 
reckoning,  by  that  sublime  hymn-like  prayer  which 
forms  the  xviith.  chapter  of  St.  John.  With  "  Eyes" 
once  more  "  lifted  up  to  heaven,"  (as  before  at  the 
giving  of  thanks,  so  the  Liturgies^  deliver,)  He  claims, 
in  language  of  unutterable  sublimity,  the  reward  of 
His  Work  of  Redemption,  as  already  virtually  accom- 
plished ;  and  commends  to  His  Father,  the  Holy  and 
the  Righteous ^ — to  the  Sanctifier  and  Justifier  of  them 
that  believe  in  the  Name  of  Him  whom  He  hath  sent, 
— the  consummation  of  that  Work  in  the  eternal 
Salvation  of  all  believers.  It  is  marvellous  that  com- 
mentators should  so  little  have  perceived  the  purely 
and  exclusively  eucliaristic  character  of  this  sublime 
Prayer.  It  refers,  not  to  Christ's  Work  in  general, 
but  to  that  which  He  had  just  wrought :  and  to  the 
position  of  the  disciples,  as  having  now  "believed," 
and  received  in  the  Holy  Eucharist  the  great  gifts  of, 

•  S.  Jas.,  S.  Mark,  Clem. ;  Kom.,  Ambros.,  GalL 
'  St.Johnxvii.  1,  11,  25. 
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1. Divine  and  saving  knowledge  unto  life  eternal^;  2.- 
participation  of  the  Divine  Nature^, — "The  glory  which 
Thou  gavest  Me,  I  have  given  them  ;"  3.  unification 
thereby  into  One  Mystical  Body\— "That  they  all 
may  be  One,  even  as  We  are  One."  The  Prayer 
abounds  in  perfects^,  bespeaking  finished  work:  and 
again  in  aorists^  pointing  to  definite  words  and  acts 
done  on  some  easily  recognisable  occasion ;  and  that 
occasion,  visibly,  no  other  than  the  Supper  jast  con- 
cluded. 

And  if  it  be  asked,  How  could  they  already 
have  received  "  glory"  from  Christ  when  He  Himself 
"  was  not  yet  glorified  ?"  The  answer  is  that,  doubt- 
less, from  the  hour  indicated  in  ch.  xiii.  31,  His 
Spiritual  Body,  of  which  the  germ™  had  ever  lain 
hid  in  His  Natural  Body,  had  begun  to  be  de- 
veloped ;  and  so  inherence  in  it  was  even  now  com- 
municable to  man. 

But  there  remain  two  things  to  be  observed  con- 
cerning this  Prayer.  1.  That  it  would  seem  to  abound 
in  allusions  to  the  Song  of  praise  with  ivhich  the  Jens 
concluded  their  Sabbath-eve  Service.  We  read"  that 
"  when  they  had  sung  an  hymn,  they  went  out  into 
the  Mount  of  Olives."  This  does  not  so  well  describe 
(as  is  commonly  supposed)  the  Hallel  Psalms  used  at 
the  Passover,  as  the  Praise  song  "  after  the  supper  of 

8  St.  John  xvii.  2,  3.  •«  lb.  22.  '  lb. 

*•  'E.K'nXvQfv,  TfTrip-fiKaffi,  SeSS^afffiai,  ireirKrtpoifJiivriv,  Iva  i}-)ta(Tfi(voi  wat 
S6^av  Sf'SoJKa  avroTs,  'Iva  SicTi  TeTeAeioi^fVoi. 

'  rh  (pyov  iT(\u<A)(Ta  (cf.  xiv.  31,  Xvi.  33),  ^(pavfpoxTa  auu  7h  uiofta  {sc, 
specially,  by  revealing  the  Trinity  in  chap.  xiv. — xvi.) ;  iKa^ov  rb.  {ffifiara, 
Kol  tyvwcrav  3ti  iropo  aov  i^rjKOov,  /col  iiriartvaav  Uti  fit  dir/ffTtiAoi,  (s>Cll. 
chap.  xvi.  27—33). 

■"  Sec  Olshausen  on  St.  John  xiii.  31.     Comp.  above,  Introil.  p.  1<)3. 

"  St.  Mark  xiv.  26,  {,/j.v{,<ravrfs,  a  Ay/««;  not,  as  our  margin  grutuit- 
ously  suggests,  a  Psalm. 
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the  Eve°."     Now  tliat  song,  as  now  used,  contains 
the  following  passages  : — 

'  The  living  God,  He  shall  be  praised :  He  is  before  all  things 
that  were  created,  there  is  no  time  when  He  was  not;  ("That 
Thy  Son  may  glorify  Thee :  .  .  .  This  is  eternal  life,  to  know 
Thee  the  only  true  God :  .  .  .  Thou  lovedst  Me  before  the  foun- 
dation of  the  world.")  He  is  One,  and  there  is  no  Oneness  like 
His;  ("  That  they  may  be  One,  as  We  are.")  He  is  Lord  of  the 
world,  over  all  things ;  ("  Thou  hast  given  Him  power  over  all 
Flesh,  .  .  .  that  the  world  may  know,"  &c.)  He  gave  the  blessing 
of  His  prophesying  unto  the  Man,  His  Beloved  and  Beautified  : 
.  .  .  God  gave  the  law  unto  His  people  by  His  prophet,  the  faith- 
ful one ;  ("I  have  finished  the  work  Thou  gavest  ile  to  do.  .  .  . 
Glorify  Thy  Son ;  .  .  .  the  words  which  Thou  gavest  Me,  I  have 
given  them.")  He  rewardeth  the  obedient,  and  gives  to  the 
wicked  one  evil,  according  to  his  works;  ("I  will  that  they  be 
with  Me  where  I  am :  .  .  .  None  of  them  is  lost  but  the  son  of 
perdition.")  He  will  send  at  the  end  of  days  the  Christ  the 
Messiah;  ("The  hour  is  come  .  .  .  that  they  may  know  Jesus 
the  Christ  Whom  Thou  hast  sent.")  The  dead  He  makes  to  live 
again;   ("  This  is  eternal  life.")' 

It  must  be  acknowledged  that  these  correspondences 
are  remarkable,  and  perhaps  are  sufficient  proof  of  the 
supposed  allusion.  The  "  Hymn"  was  probably  sung 
just  after  the  Institution,  and  the  Prayer  followed  as  a 
Divine  commentary  upon  it,  announcing  its  fulfilment. 

2.  A  more  important  point  is  that  this  Prayer  has 
undoubtedly  been  the  key-note,  and  in  a  degree  the 
model,  of  the  Church's  Eucharistic  Intercessions ; 
more  especially  of  her  prayers  for  the  good  estate  and 
salvation  of  the  One  Body.  It  is,  however,  somewhat 
remarkable  that  in  no  liturgy  are  such  intercessions 
made  in  the  exact  position  occupied  by  the  Prayer, 
viz.,  after  reception ;  but  either,  at  latest,  shortly  be- 
fore it ;  or  far  earfier  in  the  rite,  before  consecration, 

°  Pedahzur,  Ceremonies,  p.  59. 
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or  even  at  oblation  ^.  One  solntion  of  this  would  be 
to  suppose  that  the  great  Prayer  was  uttered  before 
the  Consecration  of  the  Wine.  But  its  contents  imply 
that  the  eucharistic  impartation  was  already  com- 
pleted. Another  view,  therefore,  which  is  perhaps 
preferable,  is  that  the  Prayer,  having  preceded  the 
Fassion,  and  so  having  been  said  inter  sacrijicandum , 
was  deemed  by  the  Church  to  be  best  represented,  as 
to  position,  by  intercessions  made  while  the  Memorial 
Sacrifice  was  proceeding;  whether  in  the  earlier  or 
later  stages  of  it. 

p  It  is  shewn  below,  ch.  iii.  sect.  2,  that  this  was  anciently  the  case 
in  the  Western  Office,  as  now  in  the  Enghsh. 


CHAPTER    III. 


ON   THE   ANCIENT   EUCHAEISTIO   OFFICE    OF    THE 
ENGLISH    CHUECH. 


SECTION     I. 

The  Eucliaristic  Offices  of  the  Church  throughout 
the  world,  from  the  earliest  times,  form  one  great  race 
or  brotherhood,  the  relationships  and  interdependen- 
cies  of  which  may  be  traced  by  internal  evidence,  ex- 
actly as  affinities  are  traced  in  comparative  philology 
or  ethnology.  The  investigations  of  ritualists  during 
the  last  two  hundred  years  have  gone  far  to  clear  up 
these  relationships,  and  have  tended  more  particularly 
to  throw  the  Liturgies  into  a  few  groups ;  in  the 
same  way  as  languages  and  nations,  the  further  we 
go  back,  tend  to  group  themselves  into  fewer  stocks 
or  families.  Thus  it  is  now  thought  by  the  ablest 
philologists,  that  all  languages  may  be  reduced  to 
three  heads  or  stocks.  And  in  like  manner  the  Litur- 
gies are  found  to  be  reducible  to  some  four  or  five 
groups^  or  families. 

It  may  be  doubted,  however,  whether  this  theory, 
though  in  the  main  well  founded,  has  not  been  pushed 
too  far  in  some  instances,  and  in  that  degree  hinder- 
ed, rather  than  promoted,  the  science  of  comparative 
ritualism.  Not  content  with  indicating  close  affini- 
ties between  certain  rites,  our  comparative  ritualists 
have  proceeded  to  select  some  one  out  of  each  group 

'  See  Palmer,  Orig.,  p.  8.  Neale,  lutrod.,  p.  317,  ably  advocates  the 
claims  of  a  fifth  stock,  the  Persian. 


SECT.  I.]  OLD  ENGLISH  COMMUNION  OFFICE.  381 

SO  allied,  as  the  actual  parent  of  the  rest ;  calling  it  the 
normal  rite,  and  considering  all  variations  observable 
in  the  others  as  so  many  departures  from  it.  Now 
this  is  to  misapprehend  the  real  state  of  the  case.  It 
is  infinitely  probable  that  the  utmost  that  philology 
and  ethnology,  for  their  parts,  will  ever  effect,  will  be 
to  shew  that  the  languages  of  the  world  were  planted 
out  in  three^  groups,  each  having  some  bond  of  af- 
finity causing  all  the  members  of  a  group  to  resem- 
ble each  other;  not  that  there  was  one  single  head 
to  each  group  which  gave  birth  to  the  rest.  But 
however  this  be,  the  liturgies  in  the  several  groups 
are  certainly  too  diverse  for  any  one  among  the  num- 
ber to  have  originated  the  rest.  It  is  not  sufficient 
prtof,  for  example,  of  the  original  identity  of  two 
Communion  Offices,  or  of  the  derivation  of  one  of 
them  from  the  other,  that  the  order  of  parts",  e.g.  the 
position  of  the  intercessions,  is  the  same  in  both. 
This  resemblance  may  have  been  superinduced  by 
the  influence  of  some  powerful  Church  or  see ;  and 
we  know  that  assimilation  has  in  various  instances 
been  brought  about  through  such  influences.  And 
when  we  come  to  examine  more  closely  the  contents 
of  some  Office  thus  referred  to  a  particular  parent,  we 
always  find,  together  with  much  resemblance,  such 
strong  points  of  diftercnce  both  of  structure  and  con- 
tents, that  we  can  only  recognise  a  kindred  or  simul- 
taneous origination  in  the  two  cases ;  the  one  hav- 
ing also,  perhaps,  been  subsecjuently  modified  by  tiic 

•>  Three  such  groups  would  be  likely  to  result  from  the  development, 
before  the  Confusion,  of  tlie  three  Noacliiau  stocks,  each  wit  li  its  \wx.\x- 
liarilies :  the  confusion  and  dispersion  would  only  iutcuaify  and  stereo- 
type the  dill'erenccs,  the  grouping,'  still  riMiiainiiig. 

«  See  I'almer,  Orig.  Lit.,  Dissertation  luissim. 
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other.  Thus,  for  example,  it  is  no  doubt  correct  to 
place  the  Greek  Liturgy  of  S.  James  in  the  same 
group  with  the  Syriac  S.  James,  But  the  differences 
between  the  two  rites  are  so  radical  and  extensive, 
that  they  cannot,  as  has  been  commonly  assumed*^, 
have  been  derived  one  from  another.  The  same  may 
be  said  of  S.  Mark's  and  the  Coptic  S.  Basil.  In- 
stances of  the  entire  independence  of  these  kindred 
or  twin  rites  have  been  incidentally  given  in  the  pre- 
ceding pages.  So,  again,  though  St.  Gregory  the 
Illuminator  doubtless  introduced  into  the  Church  of 
Armenia  (a.d.  300)  many  features  of  the  Office  of  the 
Church  of  Cgesarea,  i.e.  S.  Basil's,  the  Armenian  rite 
has  so  many  peculiarities,  that  Ave  must  perforce  re- 
cognise it  as  of  far  earlier  date,  and  quite  inde- 
pendent origin. 

The  true  theory,  in  fact,  of  the  origination  of  the 
Liturgies  would  seem  to  be,  that  there  were  many 
more  centres  of  primary  liturgy  than  has  been  com- 
monly supposed.  The  early  Apostolic  history  would 
of  itself  lead  us  to  this  conclusion.  It  may  be  per- 
fectly true  that,  as  ecclesiastical  tradition  reports,  the 
Apostles  confined  their  personal  ministrations  for 
about  twelve  years  to  the  Holy  Land.  And  this  at 
first  sight  seems  to  involve  the  further  conclusion, 
that  the  Church  during  that  period  had  one  unvary- 
ing form  of  liturgy ;  that,  namely,  which  the  Apostles 
used ;  and  that  this  was  the  parent  of  all  others.    But 

•*  See  Palmer,  and  Neale's  Genealogical  Tree  of  Liturgies,  Introd., 
p.  317.  One  great  error  which  runs  through  Palmer's  work,  and  is 
shared  in  a  degree  by  Neale,  is  that  of  ignoring,  or  holding  very  cheap, 
the  introductory  portions  of  the  Liturgies,  especially  that  of  the  Syriac 
S.  James.  Abundant  reason  has  been  given  in  the  preceding  chapter 
for  recognising  the  primitive  character,  in  the  main,  of  that  introduc- 
tion; the  "sedras"  and  other  variables  of  course  excepted. 
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had  this  been  so,  —  had  the  mode  of  celebration 
stiffened  into  one  form,  and  that,  too,  stamped  with 
exclusive  apostolic  mintage, — it  is  simply  inconceiv- 
able that  the  subsequent  varieties  of  liturgy  could 
have  arisen.  And  the  truth  is,  that  the  slightest  re- 
flection on  the  events  of  the  Day  of  Pentecost  must 
convince  us,  that  neither  the  Church  nor  the  Litur- 
gies were  restrained  during  all  that  time  within  such 
narrow  limits.  The  great  Jewish  Feast  had  brought 
together  "  Jews,  devout  men,  out  of  every  nation 
under  Heaven."  The  several  countries  which  fur- 
nished their  contingent  to  that  assemblage  are  enu- 
merated. And  the  impression  conveyed  by  the  nar- 
rative (to  say  the  least)  is,  that  it  was  from  this  vast 
area  that  the  primary  three  thousand,  the  first-fruits 
of  Israel  unto  God,  were  gathered  in.  "  The  field 
was  the  world,"  "  Judaea "  is  only  mentioned  as 
one  country  out  of  many.  And  this  being  the  case, 
what  would  result,  when  the  inhabitants  of  these 
countries  returned  to  their  several  homes ;  still,  in- 
deed, Jews  by  nation,  but  now  also  baptized,  con- 
firmed, and  eucliaristized  Christians  ?  What  but  that, 
for  their  maintenance  in  that  condition,  they  must 
have  carried  away  with  them  all  the  outward  essen- 
tials of  life  in  Christ ;  persons  duly  qualified  to  ad- 
minister the  Sacraments,  and  rules  for  their  valid 
administration ;  in  a  word,  a  Piiesthood,  a  Baptismal 
Office,  and  a  Liturgy  ?  The  only  alternative,  which 
seems  infinitely  improbable,  is  that  the  new  converts 
from  a  distance  returned  no  more  to  their  homes ; 
since  to  do  so  would  have  been  simply  an  act  of 
rehgious  suicide. 

And  we  have  indications  elsewhere  in  the  Ai)ostolic 
history  of  this  early  dissemination  of  the  (iospcl ;  to 
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which  every  succeeding  Pentecost  would  be  likely  to 
make  additions.  Thus  there  is  a  well-known  diffi- 
culty in  accounting  for  the  existence  of  a  Church  at 
Rome,  and  that,  too,  a  flourishing  one,  "  whose  faith 
was  spoken  of  throughout  the  whole  world,"  at  the 
time  when  St.  Paul  wrote  his  Epistle  to  the  Romans, 
(a.d.  62).  But  indeed  we  may,  with  the  utmost  pro- 
bability, carry  back  the  existence  of  that  Church  to 
a  far  earlier  date.  Commentators  are  "  about  equally 
divided^"  as  to  whether  Priscilla  and  Aquila  were  or 
were  not  already  Christians  when  they  came  to 
Corinth  (a.d.  54)  from  Rome.  The  fact  that  St. 
Paul  lodges  with  them ;  that  there  is  no  mention  of 
their  conversion  by  him  afterwards;  and  that  they 
themselves,  with  a  confidence  unlike  that  of  neo- 
phytes, undertake  to  enlighten  the  great  teacher 
Apollos,  are  all  in  favour  of  the  supposition.  That 
Aquila  is  called  "  a  Jew"  is  of  little  moment,  since 
St.  Paul  calls  St.  Peter  so^  But,  further,  St.  "Paul 
salutes  certain  persons  at  Rome  as  "  having  been  in 
Christ  before  him."  Now  if  he  was  converted  a.d. 
35,  this  salutation  places  the  conversion  of  these  per- 
sons very  early  indeed :  and  Grotius  accordingly  sup- 
poses them  to  have  been  amongst  the  first  Pentecostal 
"  strangers  at  Rome."  It  cannot,  of  course,  be  proved 
that  they  were  originally  inhabitants  of  Rome,  but 
contrary  supposition  is  gratuitous.  And  "the  most 
reasonable  way,"  as  Olshausen  says,  "  to  account  for 
the  foundation  of  the  Church  at  Rome,  is  to  suppose 
that  Christianity  was  early  conveyed  to  the  capital  by 
travellers,  if  not  even  hy  the  Romans  who  were  present 

*  Baumgarten  on  Acts  xviii.    Olshausen,  Introd.  to  Romans,  thinks 
they  were  already  converted. 
'  Gal.  ii.  14 
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at  the  Feast  of  Pentecost.''  In  this  and  in  like  cases 
the  "  Churches"  would  be  at  first  feeble  and  sporadic, 
existing  by  "  households,"  so  often  mentioned,  or 
slowly  spreading  from  them  as  centres.  But  pres- 
byters and  a  liturgy  they  must  have  possessed :  and 
their  distance  from  the  central  Apostolic  authority 
would  allow  of  the  growth  of  liturgical  peculiarities ; 
such  as  the  place,  or  degree  of  development,  given  to 
the  intercessions;  or  the  commemoration,  at  more  or 
less  length,  of  Divine  acts  at  the  "  giving  of  thanks." 
Particular  Churches  would,  through  the  influence  of 
first  converts  or  of  local  affinities,  develope  a  strong 
Jewish  complexion,  as  is  certainly  the  case  with  the 
liturgies  of  Egypt  and  Armenia.  The  Roman  rite 
might  chance  to  be  curt  and  fixed ;  the  further  West 
and  the  Syrian  East  prolix  and  abounding  in  "  vari- 
ables ;"  the  nearer  East  holding  the  mean  between 
the  two.  And  when,  in  process  of  time,  the  several 
Churches  were  visited  by  an  Apostle,  they  would  re- 
ceive from  him,  indeed,  "spiritual  gifts^,"  and  a  fuller 
organization  :  such  as  the  Ordination  of  fresh  Elders, 
(which  meanwhile  they  must  have  fetched  from  Ju- 
daea); the  "laying  on  of  hands,"  a  highly  i)roiitabIe 
but  not  necessary  endowment,  in  Confirmation ;  and 
the  Ej)iscopate  itself,  by  having  a  Bishop  set  over  them, 
as  were  Titus  and  Timothy  at  Ephesus  and  in  Crete. 
But  their  established  liturgical  traditions  would  be 
respected,  even  by  Apostles ;  enriched,  it  may  be,  but 
not  superseded.  And  thus  would  arise,  and  be  ])i'r- 
petuated,  that  variety  of  forms,  yet  with  essential  unity 
of  structure,  which  v/e  encounter  in  the  liturgies. 

On  the  whole,  we  may  lay  this  (Knvn  as  tlic  first 
postulate  of  the   science  of  historical  rilualisiu,   that 

»  Rom.  i.  11. 

c  c 
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many  Churches  received,  independently,  at  an  ex- 
cecdinghj  early  period,  a  form  of  liturgy ;  and  that 
the  correspondences  which  have  been  traced  out  as 
characterizing  wide  regions  subject  to  principal  patri- 
archates, are  mainly  due,  1.  to  origination  under  simi- 
lar circumstances,  as  when  two  neighbouring  regions 
w^ere  evangelized  at  the  same  date;  2.  to  subsequent 
assimilations. 

SECTION  II. 

There  is  another  leading  position  of  great  import- 
ance, more  especially  for  appreciating  the  condition, 
past  and  present,  of  the  English  Communion  OfRce. 
It  is  that,  at  a  comparatively  early  period,  probably 
in  the  course  of  the  second  century  ^  a  principle  or 
habit  was  developed  within  the  Church,  which  exer- 
cised a  very  material  effect  upon  the  order  of  certain 
features  in  all  liturgies  throughout  the  world.  This 
was  the  disciplina  arcani,  or  system  of  reticence ; 
which  it  was  found  necessary,  after  a  while,  to  resort 
to,  in  order  to  conceal  from  the  unbaptized  the  more 
especial  mysteries  of  Christianity.  Such  a  design 
would  evidently  necessitate  the  removal  from  the 
earlier  part  of  the  Office  (to  v>hich  it  was  thought 
good  still  to  admit  the  generality,  and  specially  those 
preparing  for  baptism)  all  clear  enunciations  of  the 
higher  Christian  doctrines :  and  this  would  be  likely 
to  result  in  very  serious  dislocations  of  the  original 
liturgical  order.  Nor  is  there  the  least  reason  to 
doubt  that  such  has  been  the  case.  In  the  preceding 
chapter  reasons  have  been  given — founded   on  the 

*"  Tliat  we  cannot  place  the  system  of  concealment  earlier,  appears 
from  the  very  unreserved  enunciation  made  by  Jiistin  Martyr  and 
Ireueeus  of  the  Eucharistic  mysteries. 
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order  of  events  on  the  night  of  the  Institution — for  re- 
cognising a  certain  succession  of  features  as  the  origi- 
nal and  normal  one  of  the  hturgies.  The  Lord's 
Prayer,  for  example,  according  to  that  view,  stood 
originally  in  the  forefront  of  the  Offices.  The  bring- 
ing in  of  the  Elements  followed,  at  latest,  very  shortly 
after.  But  so  it  is,  that  while  the  far  Eastern  (as  the 
Syriac  and  Nestorian,  or  Persian)  and  certain  Western 
liturgies  (as  the  English  Uses  and  the  Mozarabic)  ex- 
hibit these  features  in  the  position  indicated,  the 
great  dominant  rites  of  the  East  and  West,  the  Jeru- 
salem, the  Antiochene,  the  Alexandrian,  the  Constan- 
tinopolitan,  the  Roman,  have  one  or  both  of  them  in 
a  totally  different  situation.  The  Lord's  Prayer  has 
disappeared  altogether  from  the  beginning  of  the  rite, 
and  does  not  occur  until  just  before  reception.  The 
Elements  are  not  brought  in  until  after  the  reading 
of  the  Gospel  and  the  dismissal  of  the  catechumens ; 
the  "  Great  Entrance"  (in  technical  language)  pre- 
ceding the  "  Little  Entrance."  The  Roman  rite, 
though  the  elements  are  brought  in  at  the  begin- 
ning', has  lost  the  initial  Lord's  Prayer. 

Now  it  may  be  said  that  the  parallel  drawn  out  in 
the  last  chapter  is  not  a  sufficient  ground  for  recog- 
nising such  important  and  widely  pervading  change 
of  order  in  the  liturgies  specified.  It  may  seem  more 
probable  that  it  is  the  other  liturgies  that  have  made 
the  change,  or  that  these  are  but  two  accidental  varia- 
tions of  order,  both  equally  primitive.  But  there  is 
abundant  evidence  that  the  case  is  as  has  been  here 
represented.  It  is,  1.  far  more  conceivable  that  that 
change  should  have  been  made,  in  some  liturgies, 
which  tends  to  carry  out  the  disciplina  arcani,  than 

'  Ilitu3  cclcbrandi  niissam,  ii.  1. 

c  c  2 
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tliat,  in  tlie  face  of  that  system,  high  doctrines  and 
mysteries  shouhl,  in  others,  have  been  thrown  back 
into  an  earher  and  more  public  position.  But,  2.  the 
Eastern  liturgies  in  question  carry  internal  evidence 
of  the  change  having  been  made  in  ihem.  Thus  the 
Greek  S,  James,  in  its  very  first  prayer,  recognises  the 
'presence  of  the  Elements  on  the  altar,  in  the  words, 
"  This  Thy  sacred  and  spiritual  Table,  on  which  Thy 
Son  Christ  is  in  a  mystery  set  forth  for  sacrifice''." 
But  the  Armenian,  again,  to  the  great  bewilderment 
of  the  ritualists,  has,  "  The  Holy  Body  and  Blood  of 
our  Lord  are  before  us ;"  when,  according  to  the 
present  text,  the  Elements  are  not  as  yet  brought  in'. 
So  carelessly  had  this  rite  adopted  the  Caesarean  re- 
forms of  St.  Gregory.  In  S.  Chrysostoin's,  again, 
such  lofty  language "^  is  used  just  before  the  entrance 
of  the  Gospels,  as  to  awaken  a  suspicion  that  it  origi- 
nally applied  to  the  more  solemn  event  of  the  en- 
trance of  the  Elements.  But,  further,  two  rites  of  the 
Alexandrian  family,  the  Coptic  S.  Basil  and  the  Ethi- 
opic,  fairly  desert  their  family  traditions  in  this  re- 
spect, and  coincide  with  the  West  and  further  East 
in  bringing  in  the  Elements  at  the  very  first^  Now 
this  furnishes  a  strong  presumption  that  S.  Mark's, 
the  remaining  kindred  rite,  also  had  this  order 
originally. 


•'  Mr.  Bright  (Anc.  Collects)  supposes  this  to  be  said  aaticipatively. 

'  "  Tliis,"  as  Neale  observes,  "  is  a  most  strange  anomaly ;"  until  it 
is  explained  as  in  tbe  text. 

"  "Grant  that  with  our  Entrance  there  may  be  an  entrance  of  holy 
angels  ministering  with  us,  glorifying  Thy  goodness ;"  (this  sui-ely 
refers  to  the  entrance  of  the  Elements  and  angelic  hymn);  "Blessed  be 
the  Entrance  of  Thy  Holy  Things,"  {tuv  a.-yiuv,  ai.  "  Saints,"  al,  "  Gos- 
pels ;" — both  very  improbable). 

°  Neale,  pp.  363,  387. 


SECT.  II.]         OLD  ENGLISH   COMMUNION  OFFICE.  389 

So,  again,  as  to  the  absence  of  the  Lord's  Prayer 
from  the  opening  of  the  Eastern  liturgies.  Not  to 
insist  on  the  very  reasonable  expectation  of  finding 
that  Divine  form  thus  set  in  honoured  pL^ce ;  we 
actually  discern  in  the  first  prayer  in  S.  Mark's 
Liturgy  a  very  thinly  veiled  paraphrase  of  it°.  And 
there  is,  further,  reason  for  believing  that  the  "  ein- 
bolismusP,"  or  development  of  that  Prayer,  now  found 
in  the  Eastern  liturgies  before  reception,  originally 
occurred  here,  at  the  beginning  of  the  rite.  For  the 
Coptic  S.  Basil,  which  we  have  just  seen  bearing 
witness  in  one  respect  to  the  original  condition  of 
S.  Mark's,  conies  to  our  aid  in  the  same  manner  here. 
That  is,  it  exhibits  at  its  commencement  some  very 
peculiar  language'^,  which  S.  Mark's  now  associates 
with  the  Lord's  Prayer  at  recejjtion.  We  might  con- 
clude even  from  hence,  on  the  same  principle  as  be- 
fore, that  all  the  liturgies  have  transposed  the  Lord's 
Prayer  with  its  "  embolismus"  from  the  beginning  to 
its  present  place.  And  there  is  this  strong  reason  for 
thinking  that  it  is  so,  that  the  so-called  Clementine 
Liturgy  (conceived  by  many,  however  improbably,  to 
be  the  most  Apostolic  rite  of  all)  has  nof" ,  as  is  well 
known,  the  Lord's  Prayer  at  all  before  reception,  or  in- 
deed anywhere;  the  part  before  consecration  being  lost. 
Now  this  is  exactly  what  we  might  expect  to  find,  if 
this  was  not  a  primitive  arrangement.    Eor  it  is  gene- 

"  Thus  we  have  iii  it,  "  Father  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  give  us  this 
holy  day  to  spend  .  .  .  Tilings  good  and  expedient  grant  us,  (oonip. 
English  Catechism  paraphrase,  '  All  tilings  that  be  needful,')  and  lead 
us  not  into  temptation,  but  deliver  us  from  the  Evil  One,"  &c. 

•■  See  above,  p.  323. 

•^  "Tliou  hast  given  us  the  power  of  treading  on  serpents  and  scor- 
pions." Copt.  S.  Basil,  Neale,  p.  383 ;  S.  Mark,  p.  G2^j. 

'  Talmer,  i.  p.  40. 
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rally  agreed  that  this  liturgy  was  never  used  in  any 
Church ;  it  would  therefore  not  be  under  the  same 
necessity  as  the  genuine  and  living  liturgies  were  of 
adapting  itself  to  catechumenical  exigencies  ^ 

And  when  we  turn  to  the  West,  we  find,  as  a 
matter  of  historical  fact,  that  the  Lord's  Prayer  was 
first  inserted  in  the  Roman  Canon  by  St.  Gregory 
in  the  seventh  century*.  It  was  probably  long  be- 
fore this,  and  in  deference  to  the  system  of  conceal- 
ment, that  it  had  been  removed,  together  with  the 
prayers  for  purity,  from  the  heginninr/  of  the  rite  into 
the  preparatory  or  Sacristy  Office,  where  both  are  still 
found ;  so  that  for  long  ages  these  two  primitive 
features  were  wanting  in  the  Roman  Office,  Both 
were  retained,  however,  in  the  old  English  Uses,  and 
in  our  own. 

On  the  whole,  it  cannot  be  doubted  that  the  dis- 
turbing impulse  derived  from  the  system  of  conceal- 
ment, originating  (as  should  seem  likely)  with  the 
great  patriarchal  sees,  and  carrying  all  before  it,  with 
little  exception,  in  the  regions  adjacent  to  them,  revo- 
lution'zed  in  these  two  respects  all  the  more  famou? 
liturgies.  Its  force,  though  not  unfelt  in  the  remoter 
East  and  the  West,  sufficed  only  to  the  expulsion  of 
catechumens  before  consecration,  not  to  the  defer- 
ring of  the  "  Great  Entrance,"  nor  (if  we  except  the 
Roman  Church)  to  the  removal  of  the  initial  Lord's 
Prayer.  And  we  thus  learn,  what  ritualists  have 
hitherto  been  entirely  unsuspicious  of,  that  the  more 
celebrated  and  more  widely  diffused  liturgies  are,  in 

'  Palmer  recognises  the  absence  of  tlie  prayer  as  a  proof  of  antiquity. 

'  See  above,  p.  196,  note  p.  The  Sicilians  having  complained  of  his 
inserting  the  Prayer  "mox  post  Canouem,"  after  the  example  of  Byzau- 
timn,  he  admits  the  fact,  but  justifies  it. 
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point  of  order,  less  primitive  and  Apostolic  than  those 
of  inferior  note.  It  is  to  the  Syriac  S.  James,  to  the 
Mozarabic,  or  to  the  ancient  English,  not  to  the  rites 
of  Jerusalem,  of  Constantinople,  or  of  Rome,  that  we 
must  look,  in  these  respects  at  least,  for  the  normal 
and  primary  order  of  Liturgy. 

But  the  instances  thus  unexpectedly  disclosed  by 
no  means  stand  alone.  There  is  a  well-known  prayer 
in  some  liturgies,  after  consecration,  having  reference 
to  the  consecrated  Elements;  that  God,  "having  re- 
ceived them  up  to  His  Heavenly  Altar,  would",''  &c.  -. 
or,  in  the  Roman,  "  That  He  would  command  these 
things  to  be  carried  by  the  hand  of  Angels  unto  His 
sublime  Altar,  in  sight  of  His  Divine  Majesty."  ISTow 
there  is  manifestly,  and  by  the  confession  of  most 
ritualists,  considerable  difficulty  in  imagining  what 
can  be  the  object  of  this  prayer  in  this  place.  Has 
not  God  already  "  received  them  up  to  His  Heavenly 
Altar"""  in  virtue  of  their  consecration?  What  further 
exaltation  of  this  kind  can  possibly  accrue  to  them  ? 
Is  it  not  then  natural  to  suspect  some  transposition  here 
also?  Such  a  prayer  would  be  in  place,  and  be  most 
beautiful  and  fitting,  before  Consecration.  And  there 
accordingly,  in  the  body  of  the  Consecration  prayer 
itself,  in  S.  Mark's  liturgy  ^  we  find  it.  Pursuing 
this  clue,  we  observe  that  S.  Chrysostom's,  though 
otherwise  exactly  following  S.  James,  prays  that  "He 
who  halh  received  (o  7rpo<T8€^d/x€uo9)  the  Elements 
up,  would,"  &c.  And  in  this  sense,  the  Greek  being 
ambiguous,  S.  James  must  clearly  be  understood  also : 

"  S.  Jas.,  S.  Clirys.,  Armenian.     Ncalo,  lufrod.,  pp.  G12,  018. 
*  See  above,  p.  190,  note  d,  and  p.  205,  note  ni. 
y  Neale,  Tctral.,  p.  120  :  sec  also  lii.s  more  recent,  editions  (TTay^s)  in 
Greek  and  English.     It  is  oniiUed  Cor  shortness  in  his  Gen.  lutrod. 
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not  as  desiring  that  they  may  now  be  received.  And 
in  fact,  that  Liturgy  has  ah-eady  had,  at  tlie  obla- 
tion, as  has  also  the  Syriac^  "Receive  this  proposed 
gift  {irpoOeaLv,  viz.  by  consecration)  to  Thy  heavenly 
Altar:"  so  that  when  it  proceeds  to  say,  a  few  lines 
after  the  prayer  first  quoted,  "  Thou  that  hast  received 
the  gifts,"  this  refers  doubtless  to  the  consecration 
itself.  So,  again,  we  find  the  "  prayer  for  receiving 
up,"  word  for  word,  in  the  preparatory  Office  (used 
in  the  ^jroihesis  or  sacristy)  prefixed  to  S.  Chryso- 
stom's  Liturgy. 

We  conclude,  without  much  fear  of  error,  that  the 
original  position  of  this  prayer  was  not  where  we  now 
see  it,  but  either  at  the  oblation,  or  even  at  the  first 
bringing  in  of  the  Elements :  and  that  when  that 
feature  was  removed  to  a  later  position,  the  S.  James 
and  the  Armenian  placed  this  prayer  after  the  con- 
secration ;  while  the  S.  Chrysostom  remanded  it,  ex- 
actly as  the  Roman  Church  did  the  Lord's  Prayer, 
to  the  sacristy.  The  case  of  the  Armenian  is  very 
patent :  for  the  words  are,  "  Let  us  pray  unto  the 
Lord  respecting  the  divine  gifts  icJiich  have  been 
Irourjht  here,  and  which  are  now  lying  on  this  holy 
Table." 

Nor  is  it  less  clear  that  the  similar  Roman  prayer 
has  been  removed  from  some  earlier  position.  That 
the  Roman  rite  is  largely  indebted  for  its  contents  to 
is.  Marie  s,  or  to  some  common  source  with  it,  we 
shall  have  occasion  to  observe  presently.  Now  we 
have  already  seen  that  S.  Mark's  has  this  prayer  in 

*  Ren.  i.  p.  13:  "Receive  our  spiritual  sacrifice  on  Thy  rational, 
altar,  .  .  .  Thy  altar  which  is  above :"  and  p.  21,  (2ud  form) :  "Holy 
and  adorable  Trinity,  receive  this  sacrifice  ...  on  Thy  holy  and  hea- 
venly altar." 
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its  Preface  to  Consecration.  Though  indeed  there  is 
reason  to  suppose  that  it  originally  occurred  earlier 
still.  For  there  is  a  prayer  now  applied  to  the  burn- 
ing of  incense"^  before  the  Gospel,  which  has  every 
appearance  of  having  originally  referred  to  the  elements, 
being  the  same,  word  for  word,  as  other  liturgies  apply 
to  them.  In  one  of  these  earlier  positions,  then,  most 
probably  at  the  oblation,  did  the  prayer  for  receiving 
up  (common  also,  of  course,  to  the  old  English  rites) 
originally  occur  in  the  Roman  Office. 

This  conclusion  is  confirmed  by  our  observing  that 
the  next  preceding  prayer  in  the  Canon,  referring  to 
Abel  and  Abraham,  is  in  a  great  measure  a  literal 
translation  of  the  next  following^  sentence  in  the 
S.Mark's  Preface;  with  the  addition  of  a  reference 
to  Melchisedech,  found  also  in  the  entrance  prayer  of 
the  Syriac.  The  like  reference  to  the  sacrifices  of 
Abel,  Abraham,  Noah,  Aaron,  Zachariah,  &c.,  is  found 
in  the  Greek  and  Syriac  S.  James  ;  still  at  the  very 
beginning.  This  prayer  of  the  Canon  manifestly, 
therefore,  like  those  before  mentioned,  belongs  to  an 
earlier  part  of  the  rite. 

Nor  do  I  hesitate  further  to  affirm,  after  the  fullest 
consideration,  that  the   Eastern  liturgies  have  gone 

•  Neale,  Tetral.,  p.  37. 

''  In  the  Ambrosiau  rite,  as  subjoined,  the  order  of  the  two  prayers, 
even,  is  the  same  as  in  S.  Mark :  and  the  words  hanc  oblationem  are 
absolute  proof  of  the  meaning  of  "ha;c"  in  the  Roman  form  ;  and  also 
countenance  tlie  view  that  the  whole  belongs  to  the  ohlulwn. 


Consecration  Prayer  of  S.  Mark. 

Tos  irpoT(popas  •jrp6aSt^at 

€ij  rh  iirovpiviov  aov  Qu<Tiaariipiov 

5ia  T^5  apxciyyiKiKris  Ktnoupyias 

.  .  .  (Ls  TTpootSt^w  Ttt  Soipa 

ruv  StKalov  (rov''A0(\,  i^fv 

Buoiav  Tou  irarphs  i,ix<uv  'APpaafi. 


Roman  and  Ambrosian  Canon. 

Ilanc  oblationem  suscipiaa 

ill  sublinii  altari  tuo 

per  nianus  aiigtloruin  tuorum, 

sicut  susci]ierc  liignatus  cs  minicra 

pueri  tui  jubti  Abel,  ct  sacii- 

ficiuin  patriarclne  nustri  Abraham. 
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yet  greater  lengths  in  inverting  the  original  order, 
and  placing  after  the  Consecration  words  and  prayers 
belonging  to  the  Oblation.  What  possible  meaning, 
nay  what  reverence  can  there  be,  if  we  well  consider 
the  matter,  in  saying  then, — after  that  accomplished 
work  of  mysterious  identification, — "Before  Thee,  O 
Lord  God,  we  have  set  Thine  Own  of  Thine  Own ;" 
"  we  offer  Thee  these  gifts  of  Tiv^ good  things' ?  Is  it 
not  perfectly  plain  that  this  belongs  to  the  Ohlation, 
where  indeed  much  the  same  things  are  still  said, 
but  now  meagrely  and  imperfectly,  and  where  the 
Syriac "  and  Mozarabic  have  it  still,  instead  of  here  ? 
And  the  same  must  be  said  of  the  Invocation  of  the 
Holy  Ghost,  about  the  position  of  which  the  Orientals 
are  not  agreed  among  themselves,  and  which  the 
West "^  has  in  an  earlier  position.  These  are  indeed 
vast  revolutions ;  but  the  evidence  for  them  is  irre- 
sistible. 

Meanwhile,  the  immediate  interest,  for  us,  of  the 
conclusion  arrived  at  respecting  "  the  prayer  of  re- 
ceiving up"  (independently  of  its  value  as  clearing  up 
a  confessed  obscurity^  in  the  old  Western  rite)  is 
this.  Our  original  Revisers  made  the  best  they  could 
of  this  prayer,  retaining  it  in  its  position,  but  render- 
ing it,  "  We  beseech  Thee  to  command  these  our 
supplications  and  prayers,  by  the  ministry  of  Thy 
Holy  Angels,  to  be  brought  up  to  Thy  Holy  tabernacle 
before  the  sight  of  Thy  Divine  Majesty."  But  it  is 
absolutely  certain,  from  the  parallel  cases  alleged,  and 

"=  "Receive  the  things  which  we  have  separated  "  Moz.,  "this  sacri- 
fice prepared  by  my  hands." 

"  Sar.,  "  Veni  Creator"  at  beginning ;  Rom.,  York,  Heref.,  at  oblation : 
Eom.,  York,  Heref.,  "Veni  Sauctificator"  at  oblation. 

•^  To  wliich  we  may  add  its  disjointed  and  fragmentary  character. 


SECT.  II.]         OLD  ENGLISH  COMMUNION  OFFICE.  395 

from  early  testimony,  (though  later  Roman  writers 
have  naturally  tried  to  disprove  it,)  that  "hscc"  in 
the  original  meant  the  Gifts ^  This  was  therefore 
only  to  evade  the  difficulty.  And  we  now  see  that  the 
only  solution  of  it  was  that  which  the  next  Eevisers, 
probably  on  Scriptural  grounds,  adopted ;  namely,  to 
remove  the  prayer  from  its  usurped  place  after  Con- 
secration. But  as  they  had  not  sufficient  ritual  know- 
ledge wittingly  to  restore  it  to  its  proper  place  in  the 
Office,  we  ran  some  risk  of  losing  altogether  a  beauti- 
ful feature  of  early  and  Apostolic  liturgy.  Happily, 
they  were  guided  to  reinstate  the  old  words,  in  part, 
in  exactly  the  rightful  and  ancient  position,  viz.  at 
the  Oblation.  The  words,  "  which  we  offer  unto  Thy 
Divine  Majesty,"  (in  the  "  Church  militant  prayer/') 
are  a  translation  of  "  in  conspectu  Divinse  Majestatis 
Tuse,"  in  the  prayer  "  for  receiving  up." 

And  the  same  may  be  said  of  another  change  made 
at  our  second  Revision.  The  first  had  so  far  inno- 
vated on  the  old  rite  as  to  omit  all  intercessions  or 
commemorations  after  consecration,  retaining  only 
those  before  it,  and  expanding  them.  The  second 
went  further  ;  throwing  back  even  those  to  the  Od- 
lation.  Now  both  these  alterations  are,  as  it  proves, 
justified  by  the  earlier  condition  of  the  Roman  Canon. 
First,  as  to  the  position  of  the  intercessions.  If  S. 
Mark's  liturgy  was  the  type,  we  observe  that  it  is  a 
peculiarity  of  that  rite  that  they  occur  entirclu  before 
consecration ;  instead  of,  as  in  most  rites,  both  before 

'  So  Amalarius,  ninth  century :  "  Procatiir  saccrdos,  ut  prscscns  oh- 
latio  ita  sit  accepta  ut,  &c.  Magna  (ides  Ecclesia; :  credit  sacrijirium 
prcesens  per  Angelorum  mauus  dcferri,"  &c.  lu  loc,  c.  25 ;  and  so 
I'aschasius. 
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and  after  it.  And  it  has  been  well  observed^  that  the 
Gelasian  or  earlier  draught  of  the  Roman  Canon  {circ. 
490)  has  the  intercessions  entirely  before  consecration, 
with  a  manifest  repetition  of  part  of  them  afterwards. 
Again,  as  to  the  expansion.  The  learned  Roman 
writers,  Muratori^  and  Sala,  are  of  opinion,  "  that  the 
Roman  Canon  was  ori2;inallv  much  longer  than  at 
present,  and  contained  full  intercession  for  all  estates 
of  men,  such  as  are  used  to  tliis  day  on  Good  Priday 
immediately  after  the  Gospel."  It  is  generally  ad- 
mitted that  these  Good  Friday  prayers  are  of  great 
antiquity;  and  Sala  even  presumes  that  they  were 
really  the  original  Roman  intercession,  but  were  after- 
guards suppressed,  except  on  that  day,  and  the  present 
shorter  form  substituted.  There  is  much  probability 
in  this  conjecture.  The  present  Roman  intercession, 
far  from  being  any  example  to  other  Churches,  is, 
without  exception,  the  most  meagre  and  perfunctory 
in  the  world.  It  consists  of  but  three  or  four  topics, 
dismissed  in  as  many  lines — the  Church,  the  Pope 
and  bishop,  and  the  faithful.  Of  kings  even,  not- 
withstanding the  Apostolic  injunction,  there  is  no 
mention.  Now  it  is  incredible,  on  view  of  the  large 
and  minute  intercessions  of  the  East,  that  this  can 
always  have  been  so.  And  on  examination,  we  ob- 
serve that  these  few^  intercessions,  such  as  they  are, 
are  simply  extracts,  almost  word  for  w^ord,  from  the 
Good  Friday  prayers :  brief  headings,  corresponding 
to  the  first  three.  And  Sala's  conjecture  rises  into 
absolute  certainty,  when  w^e  further  discover — what 
he  was  not  aware  of — that  those  prayers  themselves 

B  See  Neale,  Inlrod.,  p.  506. 
^  Muratori,  Liturg.  Rom.,  p.  14;  Sala,  notes  to  Bona,  in  loc. 
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are,  for  the  most  part,  a  literal  translation  from  the  long 
intercessions  in  S.  IMark's  consecration  prayer.  The 
specimens  given  below  are  an  ample  proof  of  this'. 

But  did  these  intercessions  occur  originally  in  the 
lloman  consecration  prayer,  as  they  do  in  S.  Mark's  ? 
Their  form — that  of  a  bidding  prayer  and  collects — 
renders  it  highly  improbable.  And  we  observe  that, 
as  used  on  Good  Friday,  they  come  immediately  after 
the  Gospel,  Now  the  Creed  is  not  now  said  on  that 
day ;  but  the  first  of  the  prayers  being  "  that  the 
Church  scattered  throughout  the  world  may  persevere 
with  stedfast  faith  m  the  confession  of  God,''  we  may 
safely  conclude  that  their  proj)er  place  was  after  the 
Creed.     That  is,  in  fact,  that  they  were  oblationary 


•  It  w^  be  observed  that  the  Latin  translation  is  in  part  barbarous, 
e.g.  diaconibus  and  suhdiaconihm :  injinnare,  for  "  to  be  sick."  It 
would  seem  certain,  too,  however  strange,  that  Rome  has  apj)lied  to 
the  Church  what  S.  Mark's  desires  for  the  King ;  and  tliat  this,  dic- 
tated perhaps  by  hyper-ecclesiastical  feeling,  is  the  reason  of  the  ex- 
traordinary omission  of  any  prayer  for  Kings  in  the  Roman  Office. 
The  figures  refer,  1.  to  Neale's  ed.  (Hayes),  2.  to  his  Telrul. 

Consecration  Prayer,  Lit.  S.  Marie.  Soman  Good  Friday  Prayers. 

fxv7]adr\Ti  rlfs  ayias  'E'tKATjcrios 
KaOoAtKTJs  Kal  airoirro\iK?]S, 
To?s  anh  yrjs  ir^pdruiv  /J-fXP^  Treparwu. 
Kvpie,  rrjv  elpriv'f)V  fipafiivaof,  18,  111. 
virSralof  {I3a(ri\ii)  iravra  fx^P^"' 
'iva  KoX  rifiiis  iy  rrj  yaX^vt)  aiirov 
^pipLOf  Kol  Tja-vxtov  /3(of  Siayoifiei/ 
4v  iriari  (vatfieia.     20,  117. 
rhi/  fxaicapijiTarov  Tlo.Trav  A. 
Zv  Tpoiyvus  iTpoxeip!ao.(rO(xi, 
kolI  7hv  ^EiricTKonov  i]/u.i7€pov, 
ffvvTripuip  avvTi)p7)C70v  aiiTous. 
tSiv  anauraxov  (TriaKdircai', 
irpcffPvTfpooi',  Siaxofajv, 
vwoS  aKSfwv,  apayiwfnwv, 
b.iLTrapd(fcav,  xvp<^*'j  ^aiKHv. 


Pro  Ecclesi/l  sancla 

(catholicse  etaposlolicne  fidei, — Canon) 

toto  orbe  terranim  diirusa  ; 

ut  Dominus  pacificare  digiictur, 

subjiciens  ei  (Regi?)  principalus. 

Dt'tque  nobi.s  quietam  et 

traiiquillam  vitam  degentibus 

glorificare  Deum. 

Pro  beatissimo  Pap^  nostro  N., 

ut  Deus  qui  eum  elegit  in  Episc. 

(eleclum  nobis  antistitem) 

salvuin  et  incoliinicm  custodiat. 

Pro  omnibus  cjiiscopis, 

pre.sbyteris,  diaconibus  {sic) 

subdiaconibus,  .  ..  lectoribus, 

virginibus,  viduis,  et  onini  pojinlo. 

22,  123. 
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prayers :  for  the  Creed  is  properly  followed^  by  the 
oblation.  At  the  oblation,  then,  we  may  with  some 
confidence  phice  the  original  and  full  intercession  of 
the  Roman  Chm-ch.  And  we  have  a  singular  proof 
that  we  do  not  err  in  thus  ])lacing  it ;  or  in  identify- 
ing it,  in  the  main,  with  the  Good  Friday  prayers. 
For  an  African  writer^,  Optatus  of  Milevi,  {circ.  368,) 
says,  "  Ye  speak  of  offering  for  the  Church  scattered 
throughout  the  world."  Now  these  precise  words 
occur,  not  at  the  consecration,  but  in  the  Good  Friday 
prayers ;  and  the  words  "  Ye  offer"  point  to  the  Ob- 
lation. At  the  same  time,  it  is  very  possible  that  the 
Roman  Church  may  have  always  had,  as  now,  a  brief 
intercession  just  before  consecration,  besides  the  fuller 
one  at  oblation  ;  just  as  S.  Mark's  has  the  converse. 

It  appears  then  that  our  second  Revision,  in  throw- 
ing back  the  intercessions  to  the  Oblation,  was  in 
fact,  however  unconsciously,  restoring  the  ancient 
Western  practice.  And  in  prefixing,  moreover,  the 
bidding,  "  Let  us  pray  for  the  whole  state  of  Christ's 
Church,"  it  only  retained  the  words  which  the  English 
Church^  had  ever  used  before  her  Good  Friday  or  ob- 
lationary  prayers.  And  even  for  the  additional  words, 
"  militant  here  on  earth,"  recourse  was  had  to  cus- 
tomary forms  of  the  day,  one  of  which  has  accident- 
ally survived"*. 

J  Indeed,  in  the  Roman  Use  (see  above,  p.  343)  the  preparations  for 
the  Oblation  eommence  while  the  Creed  is  reciting. 

^  Contra  Parmen.,  ii.  p.  45  :  "  Offerre  vos  dicitis  pro  una  Ecclesia 
(comp.  "adunare"  ia  Eom.  prayer)  quae  sit  ia  toto  terranim  orbe  dif- 
fusa."     Quoted  by  Sala,  and  Palmer,  i.  137. 

^  Jliss.  Sar.,  Per.  sexta  in  die  parascev.,  fol.  Ixviii. :  "Oremus:  et  primb 
•pro  universali  statu  Ecclesia." 

""  "  A  generall  and  devout  prayer  for  the  good  state  of  oure  Mother 
the  Church  militant  here  in   erth."     From   a  Saiimi  Horse  B.V.M., 
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The  result  of  the  foregoing  investigations  into  the 
earlier  order  of  the  liturgies,  especially  of  the  Roman, 
in  respect,  1.  of  the  Prayer  for  the  receiving  up  of  the 
Elements  ;  2.  of  the  Lord's  Prayer ;  3.  of  the  Western 
intercessions ;  is  to  justify,  to  a  degree  far  exceeding 
all  expectation,  some  of  the  principal  changes  made  at 
the  Revision  of  our  Communion  Office  in  the  sixteenth 
century.  In  all  these  points,  and  in  others  which  we 
shall  meet  with  hereafter,  it  may  be  confidently  and 
thankfully  affirmed  that  the  English  Church  of  the 
sixteenth  century  did  not,  as  has  been  alleged'', 
"  violate,"  but  in  part  retained,  in  part  rehabilitated, 
"  the  tradition  of  fifteen  hundred  years." 


SECTION  III. 

One  of  the  most  interesting  results  of  modern  ritual 
inquiry,  especially  for  the  English  Church,  is  the  dis- 
covery of  what  has  been  called  "  the  Ephesine  liturgy." 
This  rite,  originally  used  in  the  exarchate  of  Ephcsus, 
(and  doubtless,  though  no  trace  of  it  has  been  dis- 
covered, elsewhere  also,)  died  out,  after  a  while,  on  its 
native  Eastern  soil ;  being  finally  superseded  in  the 
fourth  century  by  the  rite  of  Constantinople ;  but  not 
before  it  had  planted  out  vigorous  offshoots, — or  was 
represented,  however,  by  kindred  Offices, — in  Gaul 
and  Spain,  and  other  regions  of  the  further  West". 

an.  1531,  quoted  by  Rev.  J.  Purchas,  Directorium,  p.  40.  It  lins— wliich 
is  liiglily  curious  considering  the  title,  and  completes  the  i)ar;illel  tu  our 
own — petitions  for  the  departed. 

"  John  Henry  Newman. 

o  See  Mr.  Palmer's  ingenious  proof  of  these  points,  Dissertation  oa 
Liturgies,  sec.  ix. ;  aud  Messrs.  Ncalc  and  Forbes'  "  Galilean  Litur- 
gies," Preface. 
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Assuming  the  correctness  of  this  discovery, — and 
tliere  seems  no  reason  for  calhng  it  in  question, — 
what  account  can  we  give  of  so  peculiar  a  pheno- 
menon in  ritual  history  ?  For  it  must  be  understood 
that  the  structure  and  other  circumstances  of  this 
expatriated  and  naturalized  liturgy  are  very  singular. 
Thus,  it  had,  apparently,  no  catechumenical  prayers; 
in  which  it  stands  quite  alone.  It  had  various  fea- 
tures altogether  peculiar  to  it ;  as  the  Benedictus  be- 
fore the  "  Prophecy,"  and  the  Benedicite  after  the 
Epistle.  It  had  a  strange  nomenclature  ;  calling  the 
introit  "officium  missae,"  or  "  praelegere;"  the  offertory 
"sonum,"  or  "lauda;"  the  oblation  "sacrificium;"  the 
Preface  "contestatio"  or  "  illatio."  But  its  leading 
characteristic,  as  seen  in  the  Galilean  and  Spanish  litur- 
gies, was  its  almost  boundless  variableness.  Whereas 
the  Eastern  rites  are  unvarying,  or  interpolate  spa- 
ringly on  Festivals,  and  Rome  had  originally  per- 
haps no  variables  at  all,  and  has  but  few  and  brief 
ones  now ;  of  this  rite  the  whole  substance  was  vari- 
able. The  number  and  order  of  features  was  indeed 
always  the  same ;  and  the  great  monuments  of  Ser- 
vice, the  Lord's  Prayer,  the  Creed,  the  Gloria  in  Ex- 
celsis,  the  Tersanctus,  the  words  of  Institution,  were 
of  course  unvarying.  But  the  Prefaces,  the  numerous 
prayers,  the  benedictions, — all  of  considerable  length, 
— were  never  the  same  any  two  days  in  the  year.  And 
the  most  singular  feature  of  all,  perhaps,  was  a  short 
homily  (like  those  in  the  Roman  ordinary  office  on 
Sundays)  inserted  soon  after  the  Gospel ;  called  in 
Gaul  "  Praefatio,"  in  Spain  "  Oratio,"  and  treating 
of  the  subject  of  the  day.  Another  very  remarkable 
circumstance  in  these  Western  liturgies, — which,  how- 
ever, I  have  not  seen  noticed, — is  that  the  rubrics 
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are  conceived  throughout  in  a  different  7)wodhom  those 
of  the  whole  world  beside.  The  rubrics  of  all  other 
Churches,  Jewish  or  Christian,  Eastern  or  Western, 
orthodox  or  otherwise,  from  Rome  to  Malabar,  are  in 
the  indicative.  "The  Priest  doth"  so  and  so.  In 
the  Galilean  P,  Spanish,  English,  and  in  them  alone, 
the  imperative  is  used  throughout :  "  let  the  priest  do 
so  and  so."  This  may  seem  a  trifling  circumstance, 
but  important  results  for  the  English  Church  are 
involved  in  it,  as  an  evidence  of  ritual  affinity. 

It  must  be  admitted,  then,  that  this  is  an  altoge- 
ther singular  and  exceptional  type  of  Liturgy.  While 
its  framework  is  perfectly  the  same  with  that  of  all 
others,  its  peculiar  phraseology,  and  its  habit  of  in- 
finite variation,  proclaim  that  it  can  owe  its  origin  to 
nothing  less  than  a  new  fount,  so  to  speak,  of  liturgical 
types,  cast  at  some  other  period,  and  under  some  other 
inspiration,  than  the  Pentecostal  one. 

And  there  is  one  event,  though  there  is  hut  one,  in 
the  early  history  of  the  Church,  at  all  answering  to 
the  requirements  of  the  case.  Over  and  above  the 
original  communications  to  the  Twelve,  whether  at 
the  Last  Supper,  or  in  the  Forty  days,  or  at  Pen- 
tecost, there  was  an  independent  fount  of  liturgical 
knowledge  and  rule  which  sprang  up  within  the  bosom 
of  the  post-Pentecostal  Church.  I  speak,  of  course, 
of  the  revelation  made  on  this  subject  to  the  Apostle 

p  So  we  find  it  in  the  famous  Missa  published  by  Flaccus  Illyricus, 
ill  the  S.  Denys  (temp.  Charlemagne,  c.  000),  Troyc,  Rheims,  Corbaye, 
Verdun, — also  the  Salzburg  and  Basle,  to  which  French  usages  would 
be  likely  to  extend.  For  these,  see  Martene.  Other  missals,  as  Aries, 
c.  1500,  Marseilles,  1530,  Rouen,  Lyons,  collated  for  me  by  the 
Rev.  J.  W.  Burgon,  have  also  the  imperative  rubric.  Sometimes 
it  is  in  the  second  person,  or  impersonal ;  "  Cogita  pro  mortuis ;" 
"  Hie  datur  pax." 

Dd 
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St.  Paul.  We  are  distinctly  assured  by  him  that  the 
litur/jical  traditions  and  rules  which  he  "delivered" 
to  the  Churches  he  had  personally  "  received  of  the 
Lord  ^,"  In  this,  as  in  other  respects,  "  he  conferred 
not  with  flesh  and  blood,  nor  with  them  that  were 
Apostles  before  him,"  but  imparted  independently  his 
own  "  tradition."  That  that  tradition  would  accord, 
in  all  leading  features,  with  the  already  received  rule 
of  the  Church,  we  might  be  well  assured.  But  it  was 
at  the  same  time  most  probable  that  the  fervent  and 
energetic  soul  of  St.  Paul  would  fuse  into  some  pecu- 
liar form,  and  stamp  with  some  special  character  and 
mintage,  the  rites  which  he  delivered.  And  though 
we  could  not  in  the  least  have  conjectured  before- 
hand what  that  stamp  would  be,  it  must  be  admitted 
that  the  peculiarities  of  the  rite  now  under  consideration 
accord  sufficiently  well  with  the  known  characteristics 
of  his  mind  and  teaching.  It  is  to  this  great  Apostle 
that  the  Scriptural  exhibition  of  Christianity  owes  its 
fulness,  its  variety,  its  cosmopolitan  adaptation.  For 
him  the  lore  of  all  ages,  Jewish  or  classical,  historical 
or  ritual,  moralist  or  spiritual,  was  a  storehouse  whence 
he  drew  materials  to  build  up  and  adorn  the  fabric  of 
Gospel  truth.  Above  all,  personal  appeal,  oral  com- 
munication, or  "  preaching,"  was  the  special  weapon 
of  his  ministry.  That  a  liturgical  exhibition  of  the 
same  great  system  of  verities  should  present  these 
same  characteristics  of  richness,  varied  method,  and 
homiletic  teaching,  is  strongly  in  favour  of  the  sup- 
position of  its  having  proceeded  from  him. 

Nor  are  we  without  strong  presumptive  proof,  de- 
rived from  his  own  Writings,  that  it  was  indeed  he 
who  originated,  and  exclusively  employed,  a  variable 

4  1  Cor.  xi. 
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method  of  Eucharistic  celebration.     In  a  well-known 
passage,  which  the  best  writers  have  agreed  to  inter- 
pret ritually,  he  says,  "  when  thou  shalt  bless,"  eucha- 
ristically,  "  with  the  spirit,"  i.e.  in  a  rapture  and  in 
an  unknown  tongue,  "  how  shall  he  that  occupieth 
the  room  of  the  unlearned  say  the  accustomed  '  Amen' 
(to  afji-qv)  to  thy  giving  of  thanks"  or  eucharistic 
blessing ;  "  seeing  he  understandeth  not  what  thou 
sayest  ?     For  thou  indeed  givest  the  eucharistic  bless- 
ing well,  but  the  other  is  not  edified."     Now  the 
state  of  things  here  implied, — that  is,  a  Eucharistic 
Office  in  a  condition  of  flux  and  ad  lihihim  variety  as 
to  its  prayer  of  consecration, — is  one  which  the  exist- 
ing phenomena  of  all  other  offices  in  East  and  West 
not  only  give  no  hint  of,  but  forbid  us  to  suppose  can 
ever  have  had  place  in  those  rites.    If,  as  some  imagine, 
the  Eucharistic  forms  were  at  the  first  variable  at  the 
pleasure  of  the  celebrant,  what  has  become  of  them 
all?     How  is  it  that  every  known  rite  but  this  has 
its    one  Consecration  Prayer,    and   no    more?     The 
Spanish  and  French  Offices,  on  the  other  hand,  agree 
in  having  exactly  such  a  varying  consecration  prayer 
as  St.  Paul  seems  to  refer  to.     It  is  further  remark- 
able that  the  one  rite  in  the  world  which,  on  the  whole, 
delivers,  with  slightest  variation,  St.  Paul's  form   lor 
the  words  of  Institution,  is  no  other  than  the  Spanish  : 
the  Galilean  is  unknown  to  us.     And  may  we  not 
remark,  as  regards  the  rubrical  peculiarity  of  these 
rites,  that  St.  Paul  continually  gives  directions '  which 
may  well  have  led  to  the  use  of  the  imperative  foi-in 
in  the  rite  delivered  by  him  ? 

On  the  whole,  the  probability  that  St.  Paul,  and 

'  "Let  every  one  of  you  lay  by;"  "Let  all  tilings  he  done,"  &c. ; 
"  Let  the  prophets  speak  two  or  three,"  &c. 

u  d  2 
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iione  other, — since  none  else  was  in  a  position  to  do 
so, — oiiginated  the  "Ephesine"  type  of  liturgy,  is 
very  considerable.  That  it  should  bear  sway  at  Ephe- 
sus  more  especially,  is  exactly  what  we  might  expect 
from  the  long  and  close  connection  of  the  Apostle 
with  that  city  and  neighbourhood.  It  is  true  that 
the  Churches  which  received  this  rite  traced^  it  uni- 
formly to  St.  John  ;  but  this  is  easily  accounted  for, 
and  resolves  itself,  in  fact,  into  the  same  view.  For 
St.  John,  as  having  presided  over  the  Churches  about 
Ephesus  after  St.  Paul  was  removed  from  the  scene, 
would  naturally  be  referred  to  as  the  author  of  the 
liturgy  w^hich  went  forth  from  thence,  whether  by 
the  hands  of  Irenaeus,  or  of  yet  earlier  evangelizers  in 
France  or  Spain,  Britain  or  Ireland.  Some  surprise 
may  indeed  be  felt  that  we  should  find  no  trace  of 
this  liturgy  in  any  other  of  the  Churches  founded  in 
the  East  by  St.  Paul :  especially  at  Corinth,  to  which 
he  had  certainly  imparted  it  originally.  But  the  in- 
fluence of  the  patriarchal  sees  in  suppressing  other 
yites  than  their  own  will  sufficiently  account  for  it. 

SECTION  IV. 

The  bearing  of  these  investigations  on  the  history 
and  origin  of  the  ancient  English  liturgy  is  very  im- 
portant. We  have  seen  reason,  in  a  former  part  of 
this  work,  for  believing  that  the  Ordinary  Office 
introduced  by  St.  Augustine  into  this  country  was 
not  the  Roman,  but  a  sister  rite,  formed  in  the  south 
of  France  by  the  joint  action,  probably,  of  St.  Leo  and 
Cassian,  about  two  hundred  years  before,  (420) ;  hav- 
ing a  common  basis,  indeed,  with  the  Roman  Office, 

•  Palmer,  Orig.,  i,  154, 
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but  strongly  tinctured  with  Gallican  characteristics 
derived  long  ago  from  the  East ;  and  probably  en- 
riched also,  at  the  time,  by  fresh  importations  of 
Oriental  usages.  And  though  at  one  time  this  seemed 
to  me  doubtful,  the  result  of  more  mature  study  has 
been  to  convince  me  that  a  perfectly  parallel  account 
must  be  rendered  of  the  Eucharistic  Office  which 
St.  Augustine  brought  over.  No  other  view  can 
account  for  its  peculiar  phenomena.  And  we  must 
recognise  yet  other  influences  and  vicissitudes  to 
which  it  was  subjected  after  its  importation. 

Marvellous,  in  truth,  is  the  story  of  the  mixed  in- 
fluences which  made  the  English  rite  what  it  was 
when  it  reached  the  hands  of  its  sixteenth  century 
Revisers.  To  read  that  story  aright,  we  must  go 
back  to  the  Day  of  Pentecost,  when  the  "  strangers 
ot  Rome"  would  seem  to  have  carried  a  liturgy  at 
once  thither.  This  liturgy  was  no  doubt  in  Greek' 
that  being  the  usual  liturgical  language  of  foreign 
Jews;  and  probably  continued  so  for  three  hundred 
years.  Of  much  greater  lengtii  than  at  present,  and 
embodying  all  that  at  a  later  day  was  remanded  to 
the  sacristy,  or  disused  except  at  special  seasons,  or 
on  a  single  day  in  the  year ;  rich,  therefore,  with 
prayers  for  purity.  Lord's  Prayer,  "embolismus," 
Litany ; — with  Gloria  in  Excelsis,  Alleluia,  Trisagion, 
Tersanctus,  the  four  great  universal  hymns  j  -  with 
brief  Creed  and  brief  unvarying  oblation,  but  with 
regular  "  offertory"  of  alms,  full  oblationary  inter- 
cession "  for  the  whole  state  of  the  Church ;"  and 
(here  or  earlier)  a  prayer  for  "  the  receiving  up  to  the 
heavenly  altar;" — having,  probably,  like  the  rest  of 

*  Above,  vol.  i.  p.  238. 


406  THE  PRINCIPLES  OF  DIVINE  SERVICE.      [CHAP.  iii, 

the  world,  "a  giving  of  thanks"  at  some  length, — 
now  perished  utterly", — and  terminating  in  fuller^ 
words  of  Institution  than  at  present ;  proceeding  at 
once,  probably,  from  the  Consecration  to  the  Reception; 
■ — or  with  only  the  Sancta  Sanctis,  now  lost; — with 
portions  of  the  Psalms  as  variables,  but  not  possessing 
as  yet  regular  Epistle  and  Gospel,  nor  therefore  the 
system,  dependent  on  them,  of  Collect  or  Secreta,  Gra- 
dual or  Offertory  Hymn,  Communio  or  Post-Com- 
raunio  adapted  to  them  ; — it  was,  though  wanting  in 
variety,  in  all  essentials  a  far  nobler  rite  than  now ; 
and  symbolized  more  nearly  with  the  Eastern  litur- 
gies. The  Catechumenical  system  supervenes,  and 
effects  the  transpositions  already  described.  Mean- 
while, the  Roman  Church  covers  as  yet  but  a  small 
area ;  only  the  southern  part  of  the  Italian  peninsula. 
Further  north,  the  rites  of  Milan  and  Apuleia,  to  the 
west  the  Ephesine  family,  have  sway,  and  have  tra- 
ditions of  their  own.  It  is  not  the  time  yet  for 
Rome  to  act  upon  other  Churches,  but  to  be  acted 
upon  by  them. 

Now  in  the  muster-roll  of  the  great  Pentecostal 
Dispersion, — if  such  it  is  conceded  to  have  been, — we 
find  enumerated,  next  before  the  "  strangers  of  Rome," 
"  Egypt  and  the  parts  of  Libya  about  Cyrene ;"  and 
the  foundations  of  the  subsequent  liturgical  relations 
between  this  more  Western  group  of  Churches  may 
well  have  been  laid  at  that  time.  Those  of  Egypt  and 
Africa  became  eminent  for  learning,  and  for  the  part 
taken  by  them  in  the  great  controversies  of  the  Church, 
at  a  time  when  Rome  was  undistinguished  in  either 

°  Unless,  indeed,  the  single  primitive  Preface  and  Thanksgiving  of 
the  Roman  Church  lurk  among  the  comitless  ones  banished  by 
Gregory.  *  Above,  p.  369. 
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respect^.  To  Egypt  accordingly,  as  we  have  already 
seen,  Rome  turned  at  some  very  early  period  for  the 
form  of  her  Oblation  prayer  for  the  whole  state  of 
Christ's  Church,  and  for  the  reference  to  Abel  and 
Abraham  now  contained  in  her  Canon.  To  African 
doctors,  again,  she  seems  to  have  hearkened'-  in  re- 
ducing her  words  of  Institution  to  their  present  form  ; 
and  perhaps  for  the  Latin ""  form  in  which  she  adopted 
the  S.  Mark's  intercessions.  In  many  other  particu- 
lars, as  Mr.  Palmer  has  shewn  ^,  there  was  close  accord- 
ance :  arising,  however,  from  kindred  origination,  or 
from  Roman  imitation  of  Africa  ;  not,  as  he  supposes, 
from  African  imitation  of  Rome. 

But  these  were  minor  matters.  A  revision  and 
reinforcement,  on  an  extensive  scale,  of  the  Roman 
eucharistic  ritual  was  impending ;  and,  simultaneously 
with  it,  the  casting  into  shape  of  what  afterwards  be- 
came the  English  Communion  Office,  For  four 
centuries  long,  Constantinople  and  Alexandria,  France 
and  Spain,  the  convents  of  Palestine  and  the  Caenobia 
of  Egypt,  had  been  "  nursing  their  store,  with  hers  to 
blend."  The  medium  of  communication  comes  in  the 
person  of  Cassian.  How  the  Ordinary  Offices  of  the 
West  were  enriched  through  his  means,  in  co-operation 
with  the  Great  St.  Leo,  has  been  shewn  in  the  former 
volume.     But  the  obligations  which  the  Western  Eu- 

y  See  Milman's  Latin  Christianity,  i.  ch.  ii, :  "  Rome  had  no  Oric^cn, 
no  Athanasins,  no  Augustine,  no  Cyj)rian  :"  it  may  be  added,  no  Cyril, 
no  Tertullian,  no  Optatus. 

^  Above,  p.  309. 

■  That  is,  that  Africa  had  the  same  prayers  in  Latin  as  Egypt  liad  in 
Greek,  having  derived  them  thence.  Optatus  (368)  refers  to  the  Obla- 
tion  prayer  of  the  African  Cliurch,  and  the  words  quoted  by  him  are  the 
same  as  in  the  Roman  Good  Friday  praycs.    Sec  above,  p.  398,  note  k. 

''  Orig.  Lit.,  viii. 
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cliaristic  Office  is  under  to  him,  or  rather  through  him 
to  liis  great  masters,  St.  Jerome  and  St.  Chrysostom, 
are  no  less  certain  or  considerable.  The  exact  point 
in  which  the  AVest  was  replenished  at  this  time  from 
the  East,  was  her  Epistle  and  Gospel  system  ;  which  in 
its  completed  form,  especially  as  regards  the  Sundays 
after  Trinity y  dates,  there  can  be  no  doubt,  from  this 
period. 

The  general  principle  of  the  "  Epistle  and  Gospel,'* 
and  the  marvellous  uniformity  with  which  the  system 
prevails  throughout  the  world,  have  been  touched  on 
heretofore^  But  nothing  can  well  be  more  varying 
than  the  manner  in  which  the  principle  was  carried 
out  in  various  Churches,  by  the  actual  selection  of 
passages.  After  some  considerable  research,  I  have 
been  unable  to  find  that,  with  one  or  two  necessary 
exceptions^,  the  same  passage  is  appointed  for  any  day 
in  the  year  in  any  two  Churches  or  liturgies  in  the 
world.  In  that  half  of  the  year  which  contains  the 
great  Festivals  and  Seasons,  from  Christmas  to  Whit- 
sunday, there  is,  of  course,  much  resemblance  in  the 
selections  made;  but  always  with  such  variety  as  to 
indicate  independence.  In  the  other  half  of  the  year, 
there  is  no  sort  of  agreement  at  all.  The  very  Sundays 
are  grouped  and  named  in  different  w^ays ;  or  often- 
times have  no  name  or  selection  of  Holy  Scripture 
allotted  to  them.  Thus,  the  Spanish  rite  and  the  Mi- 
lanese have  but  seven  Sundays  after  Pentecost ;  the 
Gothic  six ;  the  Galilean^  only  one.  In  these  cases, 
no  doubt,  the  few  Gospels  provided  were  repeated, 

«  Above,  p.  331. 

^  Thus,  St.  John  xx.  19  is  naturally  appropriated  to  the  first  Sunday 
after  Easter  ;  and  is  so  used  in  East  and  West,  and  in  the  Mozarabic 
and  GalJican,  (Mab.,  Lit.  Gall.,  p.  148).     And  so  of  many  other  cases. 

"  Mabillon,  Lit.  GaU.,  p.  157. 
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either  after  a  rule,  or  ad  libitum.  But  the  Armenian 
and  Nestorian  calendars,  after  counting  six  Sundays 
"  after  the  Descent,"  i.  e.  Pentecost,  began  a  fresh 
cycle.  The  one  fills  up  the  period  until  Advent  by 
six  Sundays  named  from  the  Transfiguration,  two  from 
Assumption,  two  from  Holy  Cross ;  the  other  with 
Sundays  "  of  Summer,"  of  "  Elijah,"  of  "  Moses,"  &c. 
The  one  calls  Advent  "  Second  Pentecost,"  i.  e.  the 
fifty  days  before  Epiphany :  the  other  "  Sundays  of 
Annunciation V  It  is  evident,  therefore,  that  the 
Churches  acted  independently  in  framing  their  cycles  : 
manifesting,  however,  a  predilection  for  the  number 
seven ;  probably  as  a  recurrence  of  the  seven  weeks' 
cj'^cle  between  Easter  and  Whitsunday.  And  the 
Gospels  for  the  Sundays,  it  need  not  be  said,  are 
infinitely  varied  also. 

If,  then,  we  find  two  widely  separated  Churches 
agreeing  very  closely  in  the  manner  of  reckoning  and 
naming  the  Sundays  "  after  Pentecost"  or  "  Trinity ;" 
nor  only  so,  but  making  the  same  selection  of  pas- 
sages as  Gospels  for  the  period,  though  not  appro- 
priating them  to  the  same  Sundays : — it  is  manifest 
that  this  must  have  been  by  concert  and  derivation 
one  from  the  other.  Now  such  correspondence  (see 
the  tables  given  below)  we  do  find  between  the  rites 
of  Constantinople,  or  the  Greek  East,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  those  of  Rome  and  England  on  the  other. 
The  Eastern,  and  the  Pv>oman  and  English  schemes, 
and  these  alone,  absolutely  agree  in  making  twe7ity- 
eiyld  Sundays^  after  Pentecost,  inclusive  of  the  Octave. 

'  See  Neale,  Calendars  of  the  East,  Introd.,  p.  729,  &c. 

K  Missal.  Horn.,  rubr.  in  Dom.  23,  Post  Pentecost. :  "Si  fucnmt  Do- 
minicse  ])Ost  Pcntecostcn  xxviii.,"  &c.  Calendar  of  Constantinople,  as 
given  by  Neale,  p.  7-58,  from  tlie  Typica.     In  the  Evangclislariuni,  or 
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Another  title  for  these  Sundays  in  the  East,  used  in 
the  "Apostolos,"  or  book  containing  the  Epistles, 
was  "  Sundays  of  All-Saints ;"  the  Octave  of  Pente- 
cost being  called  the  "  First  Sunday  of  All  Saints ;" 
and  so  on. 

The  English  rite  followed  this  mode  of  naming  the 
Sundays  from  the  Feast  allotted  to  the  Octave  of  Pen- 
tecost, with  only  this  peculiarity,  that  she  calls  that 
day  Trinity  Sunday.  Thus  Rome  and  England  re- 
ceived with  a  difference,  but  manifestly  from  the  same 
source.  It  will  be  observed  that  the  cycle  is  of  four 
sevens.  It  completes  the  resemblance,  that,  in  the 
East,  if  there  will  be  fewer  than  twenty-eight  Sundays 
after  Whitsunday  in  any  year,  the  omitted  Epistles 
and  Gospels  are  used  in  the  Epiphany  period  pre- 
ceding :  just  as,  in  the  West,  conversely,  Epiphany  is 
provided  with  Gospels  which  are  to  be  used,  if  needed, 
to  supply  the  extra  Sundays  after  Trinity.  Though 
indeed  it  is  probable  that,  in  the  first  instance,  the 
Eastern  plan  prevailed  in  the  West,  of  providing  the 
Trinity  Sundays,  and  borrowing,  if  necessary,  for  Epi- 
phany, For  even  now,  the  fifth  and  sixth  Epiphany 
Epistles,  from  Col.  iii.,  1  Thess,  i.,  Rom.,  take  up 
the  series  just  where  the  Sundays  of  Trinity  left  off, 
viz.  at  Col.  i.,  and  complete  the  reading  of  St.  Paul's 
Epistles. 

Thus  far  of  the  manner  of  reckoning  the  Sundays. 
Next,  as  to  the  selection  of  passages.  The  Gospels 
for  the  Sundays  after  Trinity,  in  our  Western  Use, 

book  of  Gospels,  the  cycle  is  subdivided  into  two,  St.  Matthew's  and 
St.  Luke's.  In  the  tables  here  given,  the  Eastern  Sundays  run  on 
beyond  28,  that  being  one  way  of  counting  them,  (sc.  in  the  "Apo- 
stolos") ;  but  in  the  Typica,  as  in  Neale,  all  after  the  2Sth  have 
proper  names. 
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are  at  first  sight  taken  at  random  ;  now  from  one 
Evangelist,  now  from  another.  The  Epistles,  on  the 
contrary,  are  taken  in  their  order ^.  But  the  rationale 
of  the  scheme  is,  by  the  light  of  Eastern  lore,  easily 
discernible.  In  the  East,  both  the  Epistles  and  the 
Gospels  are  selected  in  the  order  of  their  occurrence 
in  the  New  Testament.  Thus,  portions  from  St. 
Matthew  are  appointed,  in  that  order,  for  Saturdays' 
and  Sundays  (Saturday  being  a  great  festival)  from 
Pentecost  to  the  "Exaltation,"  (Holy  Cross,  Sept.  14) ; 
from  St.  Luke,  for  eleven  wrecks  more,  until  near 
Christmas.  Side  by  side  with  these  are  read  portions 
from  St.  Paul's  Epistles,  also  in  their  natural  order. 
(The  week-days  w^ere  also  provided  with  Epistles  and 
Gospels,  but  on  a  far  less  orderly  plan,  and  as  if  by 
an  after-thought.)  Here,  it  is  manifest,  there  cannot 
well  be  any  adaptation  of  the  Epistle  to  the  subject 
of  the  Gospel,  or  vice  versa.  But  when  the  Eastern 
system  was  communicated  to  the  West,  an  improve- 
ment was  made  upon  it.  The  Epistles  were  still  read 
consecutively,  and  to  a  great  extent,  though  not 
always,  the  very  same  portions  of  them,  as  appears 
upon  comparison;  (see  the  table  of  Epistles).  But 
from  among  the  Eastern  Gospels  was  selected,  Sunday 
by  Sunday,  one  which  harmonized  with  the  subject 
of  the  Epistle.  Thus  for  the  first  Sunday  after  Trinity, 

^  i.e.  from  the  4th  after  Trinity  onwards.  Up  to  that  time  the  ohject 
is  to  complete  the  eourse,  b(!guu  at  Easter,  of  the  Catholic  Ej)i.stlc3. 
Tlic  5th  Trin.  is  abnormal,  going  on  with  1  Pet.  The  18th  is  an  aftcr- 
tliought,  having  long  been  a  Dominica  vacans,  i.e.  one  wliicli  had  no 
Gospel  assigned  to  it  because  the  Ordination,  taking  place  usually  the 
Saturday  before,  encroached  too  far  upon  it  to  allow  of  a  second  MLssa. 

'  It  is  curious,  and  a  relic  of  Jewish  reckoning,  that  tlie  Saturday 
Gospel  is  always  further  on  in  the  JCvangelist  t  lian  that  of  the  Sunday 
which  follows. 
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the  Epistle  being  from  1  John  iii.,  laying  down  love 
to  man  as  the  test  of  love  to  God;  the  Parable  of 
the  Rich  Man  and  Lazarus  (belonging  in  the  Greek 
scheme  to  the  twenty-second  after  Pentecost)  is  chosen 
to  illustrate  the  doctrine.  And  so  of  the  rest.  Of 
the  twenty-five  Trinity  Gospels,  every  one  (see  the 
table)  is  exactly,  or  with  very  slight  variation  of 
length,  taken  from  the  Greek  scheme ;  which  also 
supplies  all  the  other  Sunday  Gospels  but  two,  and 
those  of  twenty  holydays  besides.  We  see  also,  in 
the  structure  of  the  Greek  scheme,  the  reason  of  the 
otherwise  unaccountable  fact,  that  St.  Mark  furnishes 
but  two  Gospels  in  our  Sunday  scheme :  and  even 
these  are  found  in  the  Eastern.  As  regards  St.  John's 
Gospel,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  West  did  not  follow 
the  Eastern  habit  of  using  the  historical  parts  of  it 
during  Easter,  but  assigned  them,  more  fitly,  to 
Lent ;  and  distributed  among  her  Sundays  in  Easter 
the  portions  of  our  Lord's  eucharistic  discourse  which 
the  East  allots  to  the  last  days  of  the  season.  The 
Greek  Gospels,  moreover,  begin  with  "  At  that  time," 
or  with  "  Jesus  said :"  the  Latin  with  one  or  both  of 
these  forms. 

These  things,  it  is  submitted,  all  furnish  incon- 
testable proof  of  derivation.  They  serve  at  the  same 
time  authoritatively  to  expound  to  us  the  structure  of 
our  system.  While,  in  the  doctrinal  half  of  the  year, 
the  Epistle  is  adapted  to  the  Gospel  or  to  the  Season, 
^^— the  servant  following  ever  in  the  Master's  steps ; 
in  the  practical  half,  the  Gospel  is  chosen  to  illustrate 
the  teaching  of  the  Epistle, — the  Master  still,  according 
to  the  promise,  "  confirming  the  word"  of  the  servant, 
"  with  signs  following." 

There  is  stronoj  traditional  confirmation  of  all  this. 
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1.  in  the  fact  that  Pope  Daraasus  (384)  certainly 
adopted  some  Greek  usages'^  at  the  instance  of  St. 
Jerome ;  2.  in  the  floating  belief  in  the  West,  em- 
bodied in  the  two  spurious  letters^  ascribed  to  Dama- 
sus  and  Jerome,  that  the  latter  arranged  the  Scrip- 
tures for  the  year;  but  3.  above  all,  in  the  curions 
Lectionary,  or  Book  of  Epistles  and  Gospels,  entitled 
the  "  Comes""  Hieronymi."  The  great  antiquity  of 
this  book  is  certain,  since  it  is  mentioned °  in  the 
charter  or  endowment  deed  of  a  Church  in  France  in 
471.  Its  authenticity  (i.e.  its  being  St.  Jerome's) 
has  been  called  in  question  ;  perhaps  with  reason. 
But  of  its  genuineness  and  trustworthiness  we  have 
very  curious  evidence.  It  had  been  observed  long 
ago°,  and  this  had  thrown  discredit  upon  it,  that 
the  arrangements  in  it  differ  in  several  points  from 
the  Roman ;  as,  for  example,  in  giving  Gospels  for 
twenty^i?^  Sundays  after  Trinity  and  five  Sundays  in 
Advent.  But  above  all,  (what  I  have  not  seen  re- 
marked on  hitherto,)  the  scheme  of  Epistles  and 
Gospels  for  the  Sundays  after  Trinity,  and  during 
Advent,    is    greatly    at    variance    with    the    existing 

''  e.  g.  the  Alleluia,  (St,  Greg.,  Ep.  vii.  64) ;  i.  e.  probably,  a  peculiar 
mode  of  singing  it. 

'  In  llieron.  0pp.,  t.  v.  415,  ed.  Paris,  1706.  They  are  visibly 
spurious,  from  the  style  of  address,  (see  the  Benedictine  editors,  in  loc); 
but  they  witness  no  less  to  the  belief  of  later  times. 

""  Printed  in  Pamelius,  torn.  ii. 

■'  For  the  Cliarta  Comutiana,  see  Mabillon,  Lit.  Gall.,  Prof.,  c.  7.  The 
Preface  to  tiie  Comes,  purporting  to  bo  St.  Jerome's,  is  probably  spuri- 
ous; but  the  early  date  of  the  book  itself  is  ccmfirmed  by  its  contents. 
Thus  it  generally  calls  the  Epiphany  " 'I'heophania."  Now  this  name  is 
found  in  the  Gelasian  Calendar,  circ.  492,  and  earlier;  but  had  been 
superseded  by  the  time  of  the  Gregorian,  circ.  600;  (see  the  Calendars, 
Muratori,  p.  46). 

°  By  Amalarius,  Bemo  Augicns.,  &c.  See  Pamelius,  Prolcgom.  to 
the  Comes,  p.  2. 
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Roman  order.     But  on   comparing  the  Comes  with 
the  English  in  all  these  respects,  we  find  that  they 
agree  exactly.     The  English  scheme  had  Gospels  for 
twenty-five  Sundays  after  Trinity ;  it  had  also,  prac- 
tically, five  Sundays  in  Advent ;  the  twenty-fifth  after 
Trinity  having  been  called,  in  the  Sarum  Use^,  the 
"  Sunday  next  before  Advent,"  and  evidently  belong- 
ing, in  spirit,  to  that  season.     But  above  all,  the  Epi- 
stles and  Gospels  are,  point  for  point,  exactly  the  same 
as  in  the  Comes,  where  the  Comes  and  the  Roman 
differ.     It  is  evident  that,  at  some  early  period,  the 
Roman  Church  withdrew  from  the  first  Sunday  after 
Trinity  its  proper  Gospel,  (the  Rich  Man  and  Lazarus,) 
which   the  Comes   and  English  agree  in  having  on 
that   day.      To   supply  its    place   she   borrowed  the 
Gospel  for  \}iSQ  fourth  after  Trinity.     Into  the  vacancy 
thus  made,  she  drew  back  the  Gospel  proper  to  the 
fifth,  and  so  on  to  the  end  of  the  Trinity  season.   The 
consequence  is,  that  the  existing  Roman  scheme  for 
this  period  is  in  dire  confusion  :  the  old  combinations 
of  Scripture  are  utterly  disturbed ;  so  that  the  Collect 
and  other  variables  no  longer  correspond  with  them. 
In  the  English  Use  alone,  the  ancient  order  remains. 
And  if  ever  a  Revision  is  made  of  the  Roman  Use,  it 
must  be  by  return  to  the  English  order. 

As  to  the  Sundays  in  Advent,  again,  our  Epistles 
and  Gospels,  differing  widely  from  the  Roman,  agree 
perfectly  with  the  Comes.  It  is  further  curious,  that 
the  Comes  has  Wednesday  and  Friday  Epistles  and 
Gospels  for  the  Epiphany,  Easter,  and  Trinity  periods, 
and  that  the  English  has  them  also,  (in  Trinity  for 
Wednesdays  only,)   and  mostly,  though  not  always, 

p  Miss.  Sar. :  "Dom.  proxima  ante  Adv."  It  would  seem  to  have 
been  also  called  the  25th  after  Trinity,  as  it  now  is. 
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the  same  passages.  All  this  the  Roman  Use  has  long 
ago  lost :  for  that  it  originally  had  them  is  most  pro- 
bable from  hence,  that  the  Comes  is  essentially  a 
Roman  book  as  to  the  Festivals  and  other  particulars; 
such  as  calling  the  Sundays  "after  Pentecost,"  and 
not,  as  the  Sarum,  "  after  Trinity." — It  will  be  per- 
ceived that  tradition  thus  tends  to  throw  back  the 
introduction  of  the  Eastern  Gospels  into  the  West 
somewhat  earlier  than  the  time  of  Cassian's  resi- 
dence in  France,  (416 — 433,)  ascribing  it  directly 
to  SS.  Jerome  and  Daraasus,  (380 — 420).  Our  in- 
vestigations fully  allow  of  this ;  and  it  has  been 
observed^  that  from  the  time  of  Damasus  the  eccle- 
siastical writers  first  begin  to  refer  to  fixed  lections 
from  Holy  Scripture. 

But  though  these  Fathers  may  have  introduced  the 
scheme  of  Epistles  and  Gospels,  for  the  Collects  the 
Church  must  be  indebted  to  later  hands.  The  pheno- 
mena presented  by  these  absolutely  require  that  they 
should  be  ascribed  to  persons  of  the  date,  and  in  the 
position,  of  Leo  and  Cassian.  Among  the  character- 
istics of  the  Western  Collect  are,  1.  its  peculiar  posi- 
tion, between  the  Gloria  in  Excelsis  and  the  Epistle ; 
2.  its  reference,  almost  always  plainly  discernible,  to 
both  Epistle  and  Gospel ;  3.  its  Leonine  terseness 
and  turn  of  expression ;  4.  its  frequent  allusions  to 
the  Pelagian  controversy  *■.  The  two  last  characters 
are  pretty  decisive  as  to  date.  The  first  points,  un- 
questionably, to  the  French  and  Spanish  type  of 
liturgy  as  direct  parents  of  the  Western  Collect.  It 
is  not  improbable,  indeed,  that  the  Roman  rite  had 

*>  Joannes  Beleth,  (lltli  cent.,)  ap.  Pamcl.,  Pref.  to  Comes. 
■■  Sec  the  numerous  collects  for  Grace,  and  supply  of  human  weak- 
ness:  as  4-,  5  Easter;  1,  4,  9,  13,  15,  17,  19  Trin. 
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from  the  first  had  some  prayer  in  this  position.  Thus 
the  ancient  rite  of  S.John  Lateran*  had  the  Lord's 
Prayer  in  this  place :  and  this  may  have  led*  to  the 
rule  that  there  should  never  be  more  than  seven 
collects,  the  number  of  petitions  in  that  prayer.  The 
famous  Irish  Missal  has  fixed  intercessions  here.  But 
for  a  prayer  varying  with  the  day,  we  must  recur  first 
to  the  Syriac'^;  where  the  Gloria  in  Excelsis  flows  out 
into  a  mixed  hymn  and  prayers  of  this  sort :  next,  to 
the  Spanish,  where  it  approximated  much  more  nearly 
to  our  Collect.  On  great  Festivals  that  Hymn  is  ex- 
panded, with  application  to  the  season.  Beginning, 
like  the  Collect,  with  hymn- like  phrases,  it  terminates 
with  proper  petitions ''.  We  have  here  a  distinct  state 
of  transition  from  the  more  Eastern  or  hymn-like  to 
the  Western  or  prayer-like  form. 

One  step,  however,  remained  to  be  taken.  These 
quasi-collects  belonged  not  to  a  single  day,  but  to 
a  season,  the  same  serving  for  all  the  Sundays  in  it. 
This  practice,  accordingly,  survived  in  the  English 
Church  more  especially :   the  Collects  for  Easter  and 

"  Joann.  Diacon.,  ap.  Mabillon,  Mus.  Ital.  ii.  566 ;  Durand.  iv.  37. 

'  So  Micrologus,  ap.  Sala  on  Bona,  iii.  112 ;  and  Sar.  Rubric,  Dom.  I. 
Adv.:  "Because  the  Lord  in  His  Prayer  instituted  seven  petitions  only." 

"  Renaud.  ii.  pp.  5,  6 :  "A  hymn  for  the  solemnity,  with  interces- 
sions :  to  these  according  to  the  season  are  added  various  prayers, 
hymns,"  &c. 

'  Thus  on  the  Circumcision :  "To  Thee  be  glory,  O  Lord  Almighty, 
Jesu  Christ,  whose  praise  is  in  heaven  and  earth :  since  to  Thee  in 
heaven  '  Glory  in  the  highest'  is  sung,  and  peace  announced  to  men 
on  earth.  "We  pray  Thee  grant  g,  good-will  to  Thy  servants.  Give  Thy 
peace  to  us  and  to  all  people.  Amen."  Li  Advent :  "  God,  who  by 
angel-choirs,  &c.,  dost  announce  '  Glory  to,'  &c.,  grant  that  peace  may 
be  restored  to  the  earth."  Easter :  "  We  sing  glory  to  Thee,  0  Lord 
God ;  and  beseech  Thy  power  .  .  .  that  as  Thou  didst  vouchsafe  to  die 
for  us  sinners,  and  didst  rise  after  the  third  day,  so  we  may  have  per- 
petual joy  in  Thee,  &c.  Amen."  See  Leslie,  Miss.  Mozar.,  pp.  1,  221. 
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Trinity  being  repeated^  on  each  Sunday  in  these 
seasons.  But  a  legitimate  development  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Spanish  Collect — (the  French  Church  had 
the  same  habit  of  expanding  the  Benedictus) — was  to 
provide  a  collect  or  collects  for  each  Sunday.  This  we 
may  without  much  fear.of  error  ascribe  to  the  Cassiano- 
Leonine  ritual  movement.  The  Introit,  Gradual,  Offer- 
tory, Secreta,  Communio,  and  Post-communio,  were 
probably  added  about  the  same  time. 

Of  the  changes  made  by  Gelasius  (4S4)  and  Gregory 

[  (600),  the  successors  of  Leo  in  the  work  of  revision, 

i  all  that  we  know  with  certainty  is  that  in  Gelasius' 

1  time  there  were  two  collects  ^  for  each  Sunday  :    of 

:  which  Gregory  retained  but  one,  generally  the  first. 

It  is  most  probable  that  Gelasius'  scheme  represents 

very  nearly  that  of  St.  Leo  ^ ;    the  interval  between 

these  two  popes  being  little  more  than  thirty  years. 

!  The  single  collect  had  evidently  become  the  rule  when 

I  Augustine  introduced  the  rite  into  England. 

I  There  was  yet  one  more  beautiful  and  ornamental 

I  feature  of  the  scheme,  which  appears  to  have  been  of 

purely  Galilean  origin,  and  which  we  unhappily  have 

I  lost, — the  Episcopal  Benedictions "".     It  has  been  fully 

I  proved  that  these  were  not  properly  Roman,  but  were 

!  received  by  St.  Gregory  from  France,  and  rejected, 

probably,    by  Pope  Zachary,   (742).      Besides    their 

■  *  Sar.  Rub.,  Dom.  I.  Pasch.,  Dom.  I,  Trin, 

I  y  See,  for  instances,  Muratori,  Sacr.  Gelas.,  p.  687  &c.,  comparing  the 

)  Gregorian,  ib.  167,  &c.    Note,  that  the  Gelas.  Services  I. — XVI.  cor- 

j  respond  to  the  Gregor.  6th  to  23rd  after  Trin. 

1  *  Leo  died  461;    Gelasius  succeeded  492.     The  so-called  Leonine 

'  Sacramentary  given  by  Muratori  is  little  else  than  a  Commune  Sanc- 

I  torum,  containing  very  few  great  Festivals  or  Sundays.     "The  Sunday 
Collects,"  Muratori  justly  observes,  "arc  far  more  beautiful  and  devout" 

I  than  those  for  Saints'  days ;  which  are  also  very  corrupt  iu  doctrine. 

I  '  See  above,  ch.  ii.  p.  356,  note  k. 

■  E  e 
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intrinsic  beauty,  their  value  to  ns  is  considerable, 
proving  as  they  do,  conclusively,  that  the  English  is 
the  true  ancient  arrangement  of  the  Gospels :  the 
allusions  contained  in  them  being  perfectly  distinct, 
and  always  recognising  the  English  order. 


SECTION  V. 

Such,  then,  is  the  history  of  the  Eucharistic  Office 
which  St.  Augustine  introduced  from  the  south  of 
France  iuto  Kent.  That  it  was  the  French  variety 
of  the  Cassianic  or  Leonine  rite  that  he  imported,  not 
the  Roman,  is  incontestably  proved  by  the  English 
Diocesan  Uses  :  the  contents  of  which  are,  on  occasion, 
utterly  different  from  the  Roman  ;  while  in  very  many 
particulars  they  are  found  to  correspond  with  usages 
preserved  in  various  French  and  Spanish  Churches. 
The  imperative  rubrics  are  alone  a  proof  of  their  in- 
dependence and  their  relationship.  Though,  indeed, 
even  as  regards  the  contents  of  the  rubrics,  it  may  be 
safely  affirmed  that  there  is  not  one  in  the  whole 
Office  exactly  agreeing  '  with  the  Roman.  Besides 
which,  it  contains,  as  we  have  already  seen,  curious 
rites  quite  peculiar  to  it,  and  derived  probably  through 
Cassian  from  the  East. 

Among  the  peculiarities  of  the  Enghsh  rite  we  may 
notice  the  Veni  Creator  at  the  opening  of  the  Sarum^; 
the  iirst  kiss  of  peace;  the  name  "  Officium  IMisste" 
for  the  Introit'';  the  bringing  in  of  the  elements  after 

>>  The  York  and  Hereford  deferred  it  to  the  Oblation:  (JNIask., 
pp.  6i,  65).  ■  It  would  evidently  be  a  very  proper  hymn  in  the  present 
English  Service,  betv/een  Litany  and  Lord's  Prayer. 

"  Sar.,  York,  Heref.  So  also  in  the  Clmrches  of  Ambrun,  Glandeve, 
and  of  Normandy.    "  C'est  nomine  rOffice,  parcequ'  c'est  par  la  que  la 
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tlie  Iiitroit,  (that  is,  during  the  Gloria  in  Excelsis,  or 
at  latest  by  the  end  of  the  first  collect'^) ;  the  ancient® 
use  of  an  entire  Psalm  after  the  Epistle,  (instead  of 
the  later  Gradual,)  retained  in  first  Sunday  in  Lent 
and  Palm  Sunday.  As  we  approach  the  Oblation  and 
Consecration,  the  differences  become  more  striking  and 
interesting.  In  the  Roman  Use  the  "  Bread  and  Cup" 
are  "  offered"  separately,  but  in  the  Englii>h,  as  m 
the  East,  and  as  in  the  French,  the  Irish,  and  the 
Monastic  Uses,  simultaneously ;  as  oin*  own  practice 
is  to  this  day.  A  beautiful  custom  obtained  in  the 
York  Use*^,  of  the  choir's  saying  to  the  Celebrant,  at 
this  juncture,  "  The  Lord  hear  thee,  &c.,  remember 
thy  offering,  and  accept  thy  burnt-sacrifice  ^ :"  the 
other  Uses  and  the  Roman  having  a  similar  prayer 
at  the  Tersanctus,  and  at  the  words  "  Accept  these 
gifts."  The  English  Uses  enjoin  raising  of  the  arms  : 
as  afterwards,  before  reception.  Here,  too,  in  some 
Sarum  editions  (as  1533)  are  special  instructions  as 
to  whom  the  Celebrant  is  to  remember  in  })rayer : 
1.  himself;  2.  father,  mother,  and  rehitioiis,  natural 
and  spiritual ;  3.  friends  and  parishioners  ;  4.  all  pre- 


clineur  commence  I'OfTice  do  la  ]\rossc."  Le  Briui,  Explication,  i.  161. 
lu  Mozar.  it  is  "  Ad  Missam  Officium." 

''  "  Post  introitum  Missae  dei'erat  panem  vinum  et  aquam.  . .  Chorum 
licet  ingredi  usque  ad  completorium  prima;  Collccta;."  (Mask.,  p.  34.) 
The  elements  were  received  by  the  Aeolyte,  and  placed  l)y  him  on  the 
altar,  and  the  corporal  spread,  lb.,  p.  30.  All  this  is  widely  did'crent 
from  the  Roman  Use,  wliere  the  Celebrant  himself  places  all  on  the  altar 
at  the  very  first,  and  the  corporal  is  not  spread  till  the  Creed:  but 
ai^rees  with  the  French  and  ypanish,  (Le  Brun,  300,)  where  also  the 
elements  are  prepared  and  set  on  before  the  Gloria  in  Excelsis.  Miss, 
Moz.,  Leslie,  p.  219 ;  Nealc,  Tetral.,  pp.  0,  22. 

*  So  Syr.  S.  James,  Ren.,  p.  8,  and  the  African. 

'  Also  in  Trench  Churches  iu  the  ninth  century:  so  Amalariu.'3. 

B  Psalm  XX. 

E  C  2 
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sent ;  5.  all  Christian  people.  These  are  interesting, 
from  their  plain  practical  character,  and  apply  equally 
well  to  onr  own  Office.  The  wholesome  counsel  is 
added,  "  Let  him  not,  however,  dwell  too  long  herein, 
as  well  to  avoid  distraction,"  &c. 

When  we  come  to  the  Institution,  our  Uses  with 
one  accord  enjoin  that  the  Elements  should  be  "  lifted 
up^"  in  the  manner  of  one  offering  a  sacrifice,  at  the 
words  "He  took  Bread  and  gave  thanliSy'  8fc.  Now 
this  plainly  recognises  the  true  theory  of  Consecra- 
tion, so  often  dwelt  on  in  these  pages :  to  wit,  that 
it  stands  in  the  imitation,  to  the  best  of  our  power, 
of  our  Lord's  Action  and  Words,  such  as  we  gather 
them  from  Scripture,  from  tradition,  or  from  analogy, 
— not  in  the  charm-like  repetition  of  words  only',  and 
those  too  viewed  as  our  own  words.  The  Roman 
Use,  on  the  other  hand,  has  no  such  direction  as  this, 
having,  we  can  hardly  doubt,  purposely  removed  it  for 
consistency's  sake.  For  in  her  next  rubric,  and  hap- 
pily in  hers  alone^,  she  has,  "  He  uttereth  the  words 
of  Consecration,  '  Hoc  est  enim  Corpus  Meum.'  " 

But  now  there  follows  the  vast  and  crucial  diver- 
gence of  the  two  rites,  dwelt  upon  elsewhere \  in  that 
no  English  Use  contains  one  word  of  the  Roman 
order  for  the  Celebrant  to  "  kneel  and  worship  the 
Consecrated  Bread."  All  that  is  said  is  that  it  is  to 
be  lifted  up  so  as  to  be  seen  by  the  people :  and  even 

*■  Sar.,  Bang.,  York.    "  Elevet  liostiam  dicens,"  Heref. 

'  Maskell,  p.  93,  speaks  of  "the  efficacy  wLicli  the  Church  of  Rome 
attributes,  in  excess,  as  he  thinks,  and  erroneously,  to  the  repetition  of 
the  TYords  of  Consecration." 

''  The  so-called  Bangor  in  Maskell  has  a  rubrical  note,  "  Haec  sunt 
verba  consecrationis,"  but  it  is  the  single  exception,  and  doubtless 
properly  Roman. 

»  See  Introd.,  pp.  84—91. 
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this  is  confessedly  of  late  introduction™.  What  has 
been  now  said  of  the  Bread  holds  equally  of  the  Cup  ; 
save  that  Rome  has  incautiously  allowed  the  slight 
elevation  of  the  Cup,  before  the  words  "  For  this 
Cup,"  &c.,  to  remain  in  her  rubric,  thus  witnessing 
unconsciously  to  the  earlier  arrangement. 

The  next  variation  of  interest  is  in  the  gestures  (of 
which  the  Roman  has  but  few  traces)  enjoined  upon 
the  Celebrant  and  Deacon  before  reception,  and  de- 
scribed in  a  previous  page°.  It  may  be  sufficient  to 
remind  the  reader  here,  that  they  represent  in  all  pro- 
bability the  ancient  Jewish  ceremonies  of  heaving  and 
waving  the  parts  of  the  sacrifice,  both  of  animals  and 
fruits  of  the  earth,  intended  to  be  partaken  of  by  the 
priest  as  representing  God,  or  to  be  consumed  on  the 
Altar.  As  such  they  were  a  witness  to  the  solemn 
verity  of  our  being  mysteriously  allowed  to  furnish 
forth  a  Table  for  the  Almighty :  of  the  service  off'ered 
to  God  through  Christ  by  His  Members  being  to 
Him  as  acceptable  Food.  These  actions  undoubtedly 
]  ertained,  originally,  to  the  oblation.  They  were  left 
out  altogether  by  our  Ptevisers :  and,  though  they 
were  expressive  enough,  their  quaintness  is  such,  that 
we  can  hardly  regret  the  omission  of  them. 

The  kiss  of  peace  followed,  with  "  Peace  to  thee  and 
the  Church  ;"  (Rom.  "  to  thee"  only) ;  and,  if  a  Bishop 
was  present,  that  peculiarly  far- Western  feature,  the 
rich  and  beautiful  Episcopal  Benedictions".  The  ex- 
act eff'ect  of  these  was  to  call  down  on  the  commu- 
nicants, as  such,  and  through  the  medium  of  Re- 
ception, particuhu*  blessings,  evoked,  as  it  were,  from 
the  Eucharistic  Scriptures  of  the  day:  thus  welding 
finally  and  inseparably  together  the  "  knowledge"  of 

■"  See  Iiitrocl.,  pp.  SI— 01.     "  j),  270,  note  p.     "  Above,  I'p.  417,  oaG. 
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Christ,  aiul   the  partakhig   of  Christ,  both  of  which 
are  "life  eternal." 

The  numerous  discrepancies  in  the  words  con- 
nected with  the  adniinislration  of  the  Elements,  not 
only  between  the  Roman  and  English,  but  among 
the  English  Uses  themselves,  suggest  a  general  re- 
mark as  to  the  cause  of  all  these  inter- diocesan  varia- 
tions. The  true  history,  then,  of  the  Augustinian  rite 
on  Enghsh  ground  is  plainly  this.  At  first  it  had 
possession  only  of  the  southern  parts:  tlie  midland, 
western,  and  northern  regions  having,  as  far  as  his- 
tory informs  us,  been  evangelized  by  missionaries 
from  Ireland  and  Scotland^.  These  would  bring  with 
them  an  Office  closely  akin  to  the  Augustinian,  but 
yet  distinct  from  it.  Eor  "  the  course  of  the  Scots 
or  Irish,"  says  a  writer"!  of  the  ninth  century,  "  was 
derived  from  St.  Mark :  and  being  hrouglit  to  Gaul 
hy  Cassian,  and  received  into  the  monastery  of  Lerins, 
was  used  by  Germanus  and  Lupus,  (432,)  who  preached 
in  Ireland  and  Britain ""."  The  tradition  preserved  by 
this  old  writer  is  confirmed  by  the  contents  of  the 
Irish  Liturgy  before  mentioned.  Eor  though  it  ex- 
hibits the  Roman  Canon,  it  differs  from  Rome  in 
many  other  respects",  and  agrees  \\'\i\\  the  far- Western 
Uses ;  as  in  ofTering  the  elements  simultaneously : 
and  has  doubtless  been  assimilated.— If  we  go  yet 
further  back,  to  the  Apostolic  evangelization  of  this 

p  See  this  set  forth  with  achnii-able  clearness  in  Dr.  llook's  "Lives  of 
the  Abps.  of  Canteibury,"  vol.  i. 

■1  Ap.  Usher  aud  Stillingfleet :  v.  Pahner,  i.  177. 

'  Palmer  considers  that  St.  Patrick's  rite  was  different  from  the 
British,  aud  symbolized  more  with  tiie  Roman :  but  we  do  not  kuow 
what  his  rite  really  was. 

»  Palmer;  i.  1S3,  who  errs  in  thinking  it  originally  identical  with  the 
Koman. 
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country,  (wliich  doubtless*,  through  whntever  hands, 
really  took  place,)  we  find  the  probability  to  be 
exceedingly  great  that  it  was  the  Pauline  Liturgy 
that  was  received.  For  to  St.  P<iul,  and  to  no  other, 
can  the  planting  of  the  West  be  on  any  reasonable 
grounds  assigned.  That  his  purpose,  twice  expressed, 
of  taking  his  journey  into  Spain,  and  his  hope  of 
being  brought  on  his  way  thither  by  members  of  the 
Roman  Church",  were  both  alike  fulfilled,  we  have 
strong  historical  and  documentary  grounds  for  be- 
lieving. It  is  affirmed  by  early  w^'iters ;  and  the 
Liturgy  of  Spain  is  remarkable,  among  other  Pauline 
affinities,  for  the  coincidence  of  its  words  of  Listitu- 
tion  with  those  in  1  Cor.  xi.  Of  the  extension  of 
his  personal  labours  to  Britain,  however,  we  have  no 
evidence.  But  that  representatively,  though  not  in 
person,  he  reached  thither  also,  we  have  very  curious 
and  all  but  positive  proof.  It  is  at  least  remarkable, 
that  the  period  assigned  by  the  native  historian  Gildas 
for  the  evangelization  of  Britain,  "  before  the  victory 
of  Suetonius  over  Boadicea,"  which  was  about  the 
eighth  year  of  Nero,  coincides  with  that  of  the  libera- 
tion of  St.  Paul.  But  by  whom  did  St.  Paul  act  ? 
Now  of  all  the  claims  which  have  been  set  up''  to 
the  personal  evangehzation  of  Britain,  there  is  but 

'  We  have  tlie  positive  testimony  of  Eusebius,  (a  careful  enquirer,  as 
Collier  observes,)  that  "some  of  the  Apostles  (which  M'ould  ap})ly  to 
others  beside  tlie  Twelve)  sailed  over  to  the  Isles  called  the  British." 
He  might  have  ascertained  this,  or  the  constant  tradition  of  it,  from 
Constantine,  whose  father  was  proclaimed  emperor  in  Britain.  Tlieo- 
doret,  again,  makes  Britain  to  have  been  converted  in  Apostolic  times : 
"Our  fishermen,  and  publicans,  and  the  lentmaker,  induced  the  Ro- 
mans, &c.,  and  Britons  to  receive  the  faith."  It  is  not  true,  however, 
as  some  have  sidd,  that  he  assigns  Britain  to  St.  Paul. 

"  Horn.  XV.  21-,  2'J. 

*  bee  Collier's  Eccles.  Ilist. 
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one  that  can  for  a  moment  stand  the  (est  of  enquiry, 
and  which  is  also  corroborated  by  independent  and 
unsuspicious  testimony.  It  is  that  of  Aristobulus.  In 
the  Epistle  to  the  Romans,  liis  household  is  saluted  ; 
but  not  in  any  close  connection  with  the  Spanish 
journey.  We  have  therefore  no  reason  to  suspect  a 
fabrication,  when  we  read  in  the  Greek  Mensea  (Saints' 
Day  Calendar)  "  that  he  accompanied  St.  Paul  as  his 
minister  in  his  preaching  throughout  the  world,  and 
was  by  him  sent  to  Britain  as  a  Bishop,  where  he 
founded  Churches  and  suffered  martyrdom y."  It  is 
here  said  that  he  was  sejit  to  Britain,  not  that  he 
went  thither  with  St.  Paul.  Now  this  is  singularly 
confirmed  by  the  Welsh  Triads.  These  "  triple  songs," 
or  ballads,  purport  to  be  memorials  and  records  of 
events  in  Britain  from  early  times  to  the  seventh 
century^.  And  there  is  no  reason  to  doubt  that,  at 
whatever  time  they  w^re  put  together,  they  frequently, 
like  the  so-called  Apostolic  Constitutions,  embody 
genuine  fragments  of  ancient  history.  They  record, 
then,  that  Bran  the  "  Blessed"  or  "  Saint,"  first  brought 
the  faith  in  Christ  into  this  Island,  from  Rome, 
where  he  had  been  imprisoned.  This  was,  accord- 
ing to  Tacitus,  in  the  year  58  :  just  at  the  end  of  St. 
Paul's  two  years  of  imprisonment,  as  reckoned  by 
Jerome  and  Eusebius.  And  the  Welsh  calendar 
names  four  who  accompanied  him :  three  of  them 
Jews,  but  the  fourth  "  a  man  of  Italy,  by  name  Ar- 
icystli."  Now  "  the  formation  of  this  name  from  the 
Greek  Aristobulus,  is  in  perfect  accordance  with  the 
analogy  of  the  Welsh  language''.  Moreover,  that  he 
was  the  head  of  the  mission,  appears  from  his  being 

y  Meiuea,  Marcli  15.  ^  See  the  Ecclesiastical  History  of  the 

Cjmry,  by  Ai'chd.  "Williams,  ch.  i.  xi.  •  Williams,  ibid. 
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called,  in  the  same  document,  "  the  spiritual  instructor 
of  Pran."  All  this  accords  marvellously  with  the 
Greek  tradition.  We  have  the  name, — the  "  man  of 
Italy," — the  imprisonment  coincident  with  St.  Paul's, 
from  whom  therefore  the  faith  might  have  been  re- 
ceived— the  pastoral  position.  And  the  Greek  and 
Welsh  records  are,  as  has  been  w^ell  observed, 
"  wholly  independent  witnesses :  collusion  is  out  of 
the  question^." 

But  further,  not  only  the  imprisonment  but  the 
release  of  St.  Paul  is  coincident  with  that  of  Bran. 
The  "journey  into  Spain"  may  well  have  been  taken 
at  this  time,  and  Aristobulus  with  his  company  have 
been  sent  on,  as  the  Mensea  imply,  to  Britain.  This 
would  harmonize  all  the  phenomena.  And  the  Welsh 
records  are  no  less  remarkable  for  their  moderation  in 
not "  ascribing  the  conversion  of  Britain  personally  to 
St.  Paul,  than  for  their  testimony,  however  uncon- 
scious, to  its  Pauline  origin.  One  of  our  most  recent 
chronologers*^,  accordingly,  names  Aristobulus  as  the 
evangelizer  of  Britain. 

We  now  hold,  then,  the  clue. to  our  old  diocesan 
variations  :  and  especially  to  those  which  concern  the 
reception  of  the  Elements.  The  popular  features  in 
a  rite  are  those  which  are  with  most  difficulty  up- 
rooted. And  accordingly,  wdicn  the  Roman  Church 
in  the  eighth  century  pushed  her  ritual  conquests,  as 

•>  Archd.  "Williams's  Cymry,  p.  57. 

'  "  Oiir  native  documents  are  silent  as  to  the  alleged  arrival  of  St. 
Paul  in  Britain ;  the  only  hint  of  it  is  in  the  licadings  of  certain  Triads 
called  'Paul's,'  but  this  only  indicates  that  tlio  Britib>h  missionaries 
received  some  of  their  instructions  from  the  Apostle  at  Home."  Cymry, 
p.  01. 

"■  Genealogies  of  Saored  History,  by  the  Rev.  F.  Martui,  Chaplain  to 
the  Bishop  of  St.  David's. 
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it  is  evident  that  she  did,  to  the  north  nnd  west,  and 
imposed  her  Canon  and  much  else,  word  for  word,  slie 
found  more  than  one  variety  of  phrase  in  use  at  recep- 
tion :  and  these  she  was  unable  to  eradicate.  We  can 
only  remark  here  on  one  or  two  characteristic  terms. 
In  giving  the  Cup,  the  York  and  Hereford,  as  also  the 
Irish^  used  the  term  "  preserve  unto  eternal  life"  {con- 
servei)  in  place  of  the  Roman  "  keep  or  protect,"  {cus- 
iodiat) ;  and  this  has  been  retained  in  both  our  for- 
mulae. But  it  is  far  more  curious  that,  in  the  York, 
the  Bread  was  administered  before,  the  Wine  after, 
the  words  of  reception ;  which  \vere  first  said  in  two 
separate  formulce,  and  then  in  a  conjoint  one  ^  Now 
this,  which  is  otherwise  perfectly  without  parallel,  is 
found  to  exist  exactly  in  the  Spanish  rite :  save  only 
that  the  conjoint  formula  alone  is  used.  This  is  abso- 
lute proof  of  the  original  affinity  of  the  York  and  the 
Spanish  rites ;  and  a  very  strong  presumption  of  the 
Apostolic  and  Aristobulian  date  of  the  former.  It  will 
be  further  observed  that  in  the  conjoint  York  formula, 
the  Body  and  Blood  have  apparently  distinct  offices 
ascribed  to  them  towards  the  body  and  the  soul  re- 
spectively. Now  this  is  a  very  ancient  distinction, 
and  made  much  more  clear  in  other  liturgies,  and 
(probably  from  the  hint  given  in  the  York  Use)  in  our 
own.    The  Syriac  has  "  Grant  that  our  bodies  may  be 

*  Sir  W.  Beihuue,  Irish  Antiquarian  Researches,  p.  55. 

'  "  Hie  sumat  Corpus,  cruce  prius  facta  cum  ipso  corpore  ante.  Deinde 
ad  [qu.  et]  sauguiuem,  dicens.  Corpus  J.  C.  sit  mild  remediuiu,  &c. 
Amen.  Corpus  et  sanguis  D.  N.  J.  C.  custodiat  corpus  meum,  et  aui- 
xnam  meam  in  vitam  eternam.  Amen."  The  Spanish  :  "  Hie  consumet 
particulas,  et  dicat.  Ave,  &c.  corpus  et  sanguis,"  &c.,  as  in  the  York. 
Leslie,  p.  7,  Adv.  Dom.  It  is  to  be  observed  that  in  another  part  of 
Leslie's  Ed.,  p.  233,  the  order  is  altered :  no  doubt  under  Roman  in- 
fluence. 
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hallowed  by  Thy  Body,  our  souls  made  clean  by  Thy 
atoning  Blood  :"  almost  the  very  words  of  om*  Prayer 
of  Access.  The  Armenian,  "  May  Thy  pure  Body  be 
unto  me  for  life,  Thy  holy  Blood  for  cleansing  and 
pardon."  The  distinction  is  well  founded  and  im- 
portant. In  the  old  sacrifices,  the  shedding  of  the 
hlood  was  emphatically  in  order  to  reconciliation,  by 
removing  of  unfitness  and  blotting  out  of  guilt ;  while 
the  presentation  of  the  body  was  in  order  to  myste- 
rious incorporation  or  unification  of  the  offerer  with 
his  sacrifice,  and  so  to  his  actual  admission  to  a  nearer 
access  to  God  :  and  the  sacrificial  eating  and  drink- 
ing, as  e.  g.  of  the  shewbread  and  wine,  was  doubt- 
less an  enhancement  of  these  two  privileges  severally. 
So  Hilary  the  Deacon,  (354) :  "  For  the  Flesh  of  the 
Saviour  was  given  for  the  salvation  of  the  body,  but 
the  Blood  was  shed  for  our  souls :  as  had  been  pre- 
figured by  ]\Ioses :  for  he  saith.  The  flesh  is  offered 
for  your  bodies,  but  the  blood  for  your  souls  ^."  AVhile 
on  the  subject  of  the  Prayer  of  Access,  we  may  observe 
that  the  words,  "  Grant  us  so  to  eat  the  Flesh  of  Thy 
dear  Son  Jesus  Christ  and  to  drink  His  Blood,  that 
our  sinful  bodies,"  &c.,  which  have  been  thought  to 
imply  that  the  Elements  derive  their  character  from 
the  faith  of  the  recipient,  are  clearly  a  rendering  of 
the  old  Sarum  prayer  for  the  Celebrant  ^  before  recep- 
tion, and,  like  it,  assume  that  the  Flements  are  already, 
in  a  deep  mystery,  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ. 

Lastly,  the  Sarum  Use  is  distinguished  from  the 
lloman,  and  indeed  from  the  other  English  Uses,  by 

K  Dr.  PiLscy's  Catena,  p.  400,  cf.  Lev.  xvii.  11. 
''  "  Da  milii  hoc  sacrosanclum  corpus  et  sanguincm  ila  d'lgnc  sumere, 
lit  luorcar  per  hoc  remissionem  omnium  pcccatorum  meorum,  .  .  .  et 

paccui  tiiam  liabcro."     Sar.,  Mask.,  p.  Ill:  and  Mozar. 
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liaviiig  an  act  of  final  ihanhsgivlng  and  prayer  for 
profit  from  reception.  This  is  remarkable,  and  indi- 
cates that  the  Snrum  was  enriched  at  some  period 
from  an  independent  source.  Though,  indeed,  the 
marvel  is  that  the  West  generally  should  be  devoid 
of  so  becoming  an  action :  the  rather,  as  the  Eastern 
liturgies  abound  with  them.  And  when  we  come 
to  examine  the  form  provided,  we  cannot  but  be 
struck  with  astonishment  to  observe,  that  while  it  is 
totally  unlike  the  thanksgiving  of  any  other  rite,  it 
accords,  almost  word  for  word,  with  that  of  an  obscure 
Mesopotamian  Liturgy  ascribed  to  St.  Marutas'  in 
the  fifth  century.  It  probably  reached  us  by  the 
hands  of  Theodore  of  Tarsus  ^  an  early  successor  of 
St.  Augustine  in  the  See  of  Canterbury  :  to  whom  in- 
deed other  Eastern  peculiarities  of  the  English  rite, 
such  as  the  "  waving  and  heaving,"  may  be  due.  The 
thanksoivino-  Ave  observe,  thouo-h  sins-ular  in  the 
Sarum,  is  in  all  other  Liturgies  plural,  and  probably 
was  so  originally  in  the  Sarum  also.  It  is  needless 
to  remark  that  we  have  retained  and  expanded,  not 
invented,  as  some  have  imagined,  this  act  of  service. 
The  Sarum  was  also  peculiarly  full  in  the  acts  of 
thanksgiving  for  the  Clergy  after  leaving  the  altar; 
prescribing  not  only  the  Benedicite,  as  the  Roman 
does,  but  also  Ps.  cl..  Nunc  Dimittis,  and  the  Lord's 
Prai/er.  It  was  hence,  doubtless,  that  at  our  second 
Revision  the  Lord's  Prayer  was  introduced  as  a 
thanksgiving  immediately  after  reception. 

The  Sarum  form  of  our  final  Benediction,  "  The 
blessing  of  God,"  &c.,  has  been  already  given  ^  To 
what  ritual  source,  if  any,  the  addition  peculiar  to  us 
(from  Phil.  iv.  6)  is  due,  I  have  been  unable  to  dis- 

'  Reuaudot,  ii.  269.     ^  See  Neale,  Introd.,  p.  17.    '  Ch.  ii.  p.  35:5. 
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cover.  It  is  perhaps  a  sufficient  account  of  its  selec- 
tion, that  the  original  refers  specially  to  EiicJiaristic 
Service  :  "  In  everything,  by  prayer  and  supplication, 
with  thanksgiving  (eucharist),  let  your  reqnests,"  &c., 
— a  striking  parallel  to  the  highly  eucharistic  ""  pas- 
sage, 1  Tim.  ii.  1, — "and  the  peace  of  God  which 
passeth  understanding  shall  keep  your  hearts  and 
minds  by  Jesus  Christ,"  It  is  however  a  remarkable, 
though  no  doubt  accidental  coincidence,  that  the  Coptic 
S.  Basil''  has  this  closing  "  Benediction  :"  "Lord,  keep 
them  in  the  love"  (the  peculiar  addition  made  in  our 
form  is  "in  the  knowledge  and  love  of  God")  "that 
is  above  all  things,  and  the  peace  that  passeth  all 
understanding." 

»  See  St.  Aug.,  Ep.  149 ;  Palmer,  Diss.,  p.  138. 
"  Neale,  Introd.,  p.  694. 


CHAPTER    IV. 


ox  THE  STRUCTURE  AND  SIGNIFICANCE  OF  THE  ORDER 
FOR  THE  HOLY  COMMUNION. 


SECTION     I. 

The  true  majesty  of  the  Church's  Eucharistic 
E-itual  can  only  be  apprehended  by  viewing  it  in  its 
entire  extent,  and  as  gathering  into  it  every  other 
species  of  worship.  In  proceeding,  therefore,  in  con- 
clusion, to  take  a  brief  survey,  which  is  all  that  can 
now  be  needed,  of  the  actual  Eucharistic  Service  of 
the  English  Church,  I  shall  comprehend  under  it,  and 
as  a  real  and  substantial  feature  of  it,  her  Ordinary 
Worship.  This,  in  accordance  with  the  professed 
rule  of  the  whole  Church%  she  never  lays  aside  on 
her  days  of  Eucharistic  celebration.  And  it  is  most 
earnestly  to  be  contended,  that  this  secondary  act  of 
worship  is  not  prefixed  merely  to  the  Eucharistic,  but 
absorbed,  as  an  enriching  and  most  acceptable  ele- 
ment, into  it.  Indeed,  it  must  be  said,  that  only  on 
this  view — that  is,  on  the  supposition  that  the  Ordinary 
Service,  the  psalmody,  the  canticles,  the  hearing  of 
Holy  Scripture,  and  the  devout  descant  upon  it,  are 
reckoned  to  the  Eucharistic  Ritual — can  the  existing 
condition  of  that  Ritual  throughout  Christendom  be 
justified.  There  is  one  Church — I  believe  there  is 
but  one^  in  the  world — which  embodies  the  Psalms  at 

'  See  above,  lutrod.,  p.  116. 

*  The  Armeniau;  Neale,  Introd.,  p.  384:  "Tlie  first  part  of  the 
Psalms  for  the  day  is  sung  by  the  clioir."  The  rubric  of  S.  Jas.  (above, 
vol.  i.  p.  342)  perhaps  includes  Psalms,  but  does  not  mention  them. 
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hii'i^e  in  her  Eucliaristic  Office.  Where  then,  in  the 
Church  generally,  is  that  faithful  use  of  "  psalms 
and  spiritual  songs,"  at  her  highest  act  of  worship, 
which  St.  PauP  so  emphatically  associates  with  it, 
unless  the  Psalms  in  the  Ordinary  Office  be  eucha- 
ristically  used?  Did  Israel,  in  David's  days,  sing 
Psalms  at  their  sacrifices ;  and  shall  the  Church  of 
Christ  sing  none,  or  but  the  merest  fragments  ?  So, 
too,  of  the  reading  at  large  of  Holy  Scripture,  used  of 
old^  in  the  closest  eucharistic  connection.  The  Epi- 
stle and  Gospel  are  indeed,  especially  as  digested  into 
the  Collect,  of  singular  adaptation  to  the  eucharis- 
tic nourishment  of  the  soul;  but  they  were  never 
meant  to  supersede  those  "large  pastures"  in  which 
the  Church  fed  at  the  first,  and  was  meant  to  feed 
unto  the  end  of  time,  at  her  high  Festival. 

Happily,  in  the  English  Church,  there  is  no  need, 
as  elsewhere,  to  bring  back  the  practice  of  linking  to- 
gether, VI  jwint  of  time,  the  Ordinary  and  the  Eu- 
charistic Service.  But  very  great  loss  ensues,  if  we  fail 
to  give  the  former  its  due  place  on  these  occasions,  as 
a  real  and  important  contribution  to  the  sum  of  the 
service  laid  for  acceptance  upon  the  altar. 

Having  premised  thus  much,  I  would  now  ask  the 
reader's  attention  to  a  Table  in  which  the  derivation  of 
our  Eucharistic  Ritual  from  the  older  forms  of  the 
English  Church  is  exhibited,  inchiding,  in  a  brief 
summary,  the  Ordinary  Office.  For  a  fuller  proof  of 
the  descent  of  the  Ordinary  forms  from  the  older 
ones,  the  reader  is  referred  to  the  former  volume". 
It  will  be  perceived  that  the  j)arallelisni  and  deriva- 
tion do  not  run  so  smoothly  here,  as  in  tliat  instance. 

"  Epli.  V.  10,  20;  Col.  iii.  IG.        «»  Almvo,  vol.  i.  p.  312.        •  P.  288. 
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But  this  is  easily  accounted  for.  In  botli  cases  there 
were,  in  the  original  Revision  of  the  older  forms,  only 
omissions,  or  additions  and  expansions  made;  the  old 
order  being  retained,  \vith .  the  slightest  possible  ex- 
ception, throughout.  This  has  been  substantiated,  as 
regards  the  Daily  Office,  in  the  former  volume.  Nor 
did  the  subsequent  Revision  of  f/mt  Office  introduce 
any  organic  change,  or  such  as  to  affect  the  concep- 
tion or  structure  of  the  rite.  The  mere  removal  of 
the  Confession,  for  example,  to  the  beginning  of  the 
Office,  does  uot  amount  to  this.  But  the  second  and 
subsequent  Revisions  of  the  Eiicliaridic  Office  did 
involve  real  and  organic  disturbance  of  the  existing 
order.  That  disturbance  has  been  fully  justified  in 
the  preceding  pages ;  as  being,  in  fact,  only  a  return 
to  the  primitive  order  of  the  Avhole  Church,  and 
specially  to  that  of  the  Western  Church  in  very 
early  days. 

The  organic  change  consisted,  1.  in  the  entire  re- 
jection of  all  memorial  action,  after  the  consecration 
has,  by  due  rehearsal  of  the  Institutive  Words  and 
Action  of  Christ,  beeu  effected ;  and  2.  in  the  re- 
moval of  the  post-consecration  prayer, — allowed  even 
by  Roman  writers  to  be  perfectly  unintelligible  in 
that  position, — for  the  "  receiving  up  to  the  heavenly 
altar  :" — both  of  which  had  been  retained  at  the  Birst 
Revision.  The  memorial  action  is  thus  thrown  en- 
tirely on  the  prayer  preceding  the  rehearsal :  an 
arrangement  which,  if  different  from  that  of  most 
Liturgies,  is  1.  that  which  least  imperils  the  true 
theory  of  consecration  acknowledged  in  the  West, 
and   really   countenanced   by   the   East   also^;    and 

'  Above,  p.  196. 
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2.  has  the  distinct  concurrence^  of  the  Spanish  Office, 
a  rite  akin  in  so  many  respects  to  ours.  As  to  the 
manner  of  making  sacrificial  memorial  in  the  conse- 
cration prayer,  it  may  suffice  to  remark,  in  accord- 
ance with  principles  traced  out  in  the  first  chapter  of 
this  volume,  that  it  is  all  memorial,  and  therefore  all 
sacrificial.  In  this  respect  it  is  perfectly  on  a  par 
with  the  old  rite  and  with  all  Liturgies.  Whether,  as 
in  our  old  form,  we  say,  "We  therefore,  in  remem- 
brance of  the  Passion  of  Christ,  offer ;"  or  whether, 
as  in  our  present  one,  we  acknowledge,  by  referring 
to  Holy  Scripture,  the  duty  of  making  such  sacrificial 
remembrance,  and  so  proceed  to  the  rehearsal,  can 
make  no  difference  in  the  nature  of  the  action.  As 
to  the  invocation  of  the  Holy  Spirit  on  the  Elements, 
it  is,  as  is  well  known,  external  to  the  Canon^  in  the 
Roman  rite,  and  so  non-essential ;  and  in  the  Saruui 
it  had  no  place  at  all.  It  might  be  well  that  there 
were  direct  expression,  both  of  memorial  and  invoca- 
tion, in  our  present  rite ;  but  this  is  all  that  can  be 
alleged.  As  to  oblation,  again,  the  verbal  expression 
is  thrown  back  entirely  to  the  "oblation"  technically 
so  called,  when  the  Elements  are  first  placed  upon  the 
altar.  But  the  fact  that  oblation  is  then  expressly 
made,  fully  certifies  to  the  sacrificial  intent  of  the 
whole  action.  In  respect  both  of  this  and  the  "  me- 
morial," therefore,  if  we  desire,  .as  reasonably  we  may, 
fuller  expression,  it  is  not  from  any  shadow  of  doubt 


»  The  single  prayer  after  tlie  rehearsal,  varying  with  the  day,  and 
called  the  "  post-pridie,"  is  not  one  of  "  memorial,"  but  either  of  obla- 
tion, or  for  profitable  reception,  or  for  the  Descent  of  the  Holy  Spirit, 
as  the  case  may  be. 

'■  At  oblation,  "Veni  Sanctificator,  onvnipotens  scterne  Deus,  et 
benedic  hoc  saciifieium." 

Ff 
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that  can  be  entertained  as  to  the  nature  of  that  which 
our  Clmrch  designs  to  do,  but  only  as  being  more 
didactic,  and  precluding  misconstruction.  And  here 
too,  as  before,  the  ancient  Spanish  rite  is,  like  our 
own,  devoid  of  any  express  act  of  offering'  embodied 
in  the  consecration  prayer,  or  following  (unless  acci- 
dentally'') after  it. 

Another  change  made,  but  not  one  involving  any 
principle,  concerns  the  position  of  the  intercessions. 
It  will  be  found  that  the  whole  amount  of  variety 
between  the  old  order  and  the  new  is  this.  Our  pre- 
sent Use  has  borrowed  from  the  old  consecration 
prayer,  for  use  in  the  oblationary  and  Church  Mili- 
tant prayer,  certain  intercessions;  and  vice  versa, 
from  the  old  oblation  prayers,  for  use  in  the  course 
of  the  consecration  prayer,  certain  words  of  "  humble 
access." 

A  similar  interchange  (w^hich  indeed  is  natural, 
intercession  being  in  place  alike  at  oblation  and  con- 
secration) we  have  already  discovered  on  comparing 
the  old  Roman  Office  with  S.  Mark's,  from  which  it 
is  so  largely  derived.  And  it  should  be  especially 
remarked  that  the  "  prayer  of  access,"  which  has  so 
often  been  commented  on  as  out  of  place,  is  in  reality 
only  the  expansion  (see  the  table)  of  the  opening 
words  of  a  prayer  in  the  same  position  in  the  old 
Office.  The  "  Te  igitur  siqjplices  rogamus  et  peti- 
mus"  strikes  in  exactly  where  "  We  do  not  presume," 
&c.,  is  found  now,  viz.  after  the  Tersanctus ;  and 
doubtless  suggested  both  the  position  and  the  humble 
tone  of  it.  It  presents  the  same  phenomenon  of  a 
complete  prayer  (ending  with  the  usual  pleading,  and 

'  That  is,  of  the  words  "  we  offer,"  &c.,  or  the  like. 
^  A>>or«,  p.  433,  note  g. 
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**Amen")  interrupting,  as  it  were,  the  flow  of  the 
great  Eucharistic  "  giving  of  thanks,"  begun  at  the 
Sursum  corda  and  ah'eady  carried  on  to  the  Ter- 
sanctus.  This  is  almost  without  precedent  in  the 
Church  elsewhere  :  even  the  S.  Mark's  intercession 
occurring  before  the  Tersanctus.  However,  it  has 
been  the  Roman  and  English  Use  from  the  begin- 
ning. And,  remarkably  enough,  (for  it  is  impossible 
to  suppose  any  conscious  imitation,)  the  turn  given 
to  this  intercalated  prayer  in  our  Revised  Rite,  making 
it  a  prayer  for  profitable  reception,  finds  an  exact 
parallel,  once  more,  and  in  the  selfsame  position,  in 
the  Spanish  Office,  "  Be  present,  0  Jesu  .  .  .  sanctify 
this  oblation,  that  we  may  receive  the  sanctified  things 
by  the  hand  of  Thy  Holy  Angel  ^" 

Another  variation  from  the  First  Revision  was  the 
introduction,  as  an  alternative,  of  a  second  form  of 
thanksgiving  (now  placed  first),  making  renewed  tender 
of  our  sacrifice,  and  specially  of  self-dedication,  after 
reception.  But  this  is  based  (see  the  table)  on  a  per- 
fectly similar  prayer  used  throughout  the  West  in  this 
position  °'.  There  is,  therefore,  no  ground  whatever 
for  the  strong  prejudice  entertained  by  many  against 

'  Mozarabic,  after  Tersanctus,  and  just  before  the  Institution. 

"  "  Placeat  tibi,  sancta  Trinitas,  obsequium  servitutis  mese,  et  prsesta 
ut  hoc  sacrificium,  quod  iudignus  obtuli,  tibi  sit  acceptabile,  inihiquc  et 
omnibus  pro  quibus  obtuli  sit,  tc  miserante,  propitiabile.  Qui  vivis  et 
regnas  :"  (Sar.  adds),  "  per  omnia  sajcula  ssecidorura."  Tlie  old  Ordincs 
Romani,  as  Maskell  observes,  in  loo.,  do  not  contain  this  prayer ;  but 
it  is  nevertheless  very  ancient.  It  comes  after  the  "  Bencdicamua 
Domino,"  which  was  used  on  occasion  (sec  Maskell,  p.  139,  note)  in- 
stead of  "  Ite,  missa  est ;"  and  is  immediately  followed  by  the  final 
Benediction  itself,  "  In  nomine  Patris,"  &c.,  or  iu  the  Roman,  "  Bene- 
dicat  vos  omnipotens  Deus." — The  Spanish  has  also  "  Solcmnia  com- 
plcta  sunt;  votum  nosti-um  sit  accci)tum  iu  pace."  (Leslie,  I.  Dom. 
Adv.,  p.  55.) 
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it :  as  if  it  was  incorrect  to  make  any  request  for  tlie 
acceptance  of  our  service,  after  the  rite  is,  as  to  all 
essentials,  ended.  We  see  that,  on  the  contrary, 
though  somewhat  unusual"  in  the  East,  it  is  a  West- 
ern habit  so  to  do.  And  the  exact  thins:  of  which 
the  West  has  always  made  renewed  tender  in  this 
position,  is  the  spiritual  sacrifice,  the  "  bounden  duty 
and  service,"  (obsequium  servitutis);  a  repetition,  as 
nearly  as  possible,  of  the  words  used  by  her  at  the 
consecration  itself:  "  Hanc  io;itur  oblationem  servitutis 
nostrse  accipias."  And  she  has  always  added,  as  now 
with  us,  acknowledgments  of  uuworthiness.  All  that 
our  second  Revisers  did,  therefore,  was,  1.  as  in  the 
case  of  the  old  Confession  and  Absolution,  the  Ten  Com- 
mandments, and  the  second  Lord's  Prayer,  to  restore 
a  feature  which  the  First  Revision  had  omitted  ;  and 
2.  to  expand  the  old  materials.  Hence,  from  the 
old  oblation"  forms  and  the  memento,  the  words  "Ac- 
cept this  our  sacrifice  of  praise  and  thanksgiving," 
(hoc  sacrificium  laudis)  :  and  from  the  Consecration, 
"  We  ofiPer  ourselves  ...  a  reasonable  sacrifice,"  (ob- 
lationem rationabilem),  "beseeching  Thee  that  all  we 
who  are  partakers,  &c.,  may  be  fulfilled  with  Thy  grace 
and  heavenly  benediction."  The  expression,  "that 
we  and  all  Thy  whole  Church  may  obtain  remission," 
&c.,  seems  to  represent  the  language  of  the  old  final 
prayer,  "  omnibus  pro  quibus  obtuli  sit  propitiabile," 
and  the  "  oblationem  servitutis  nostrae,  sed  et  cunctse 
familia)  Tuae"  of  the  Canon.     And  the  rest  of  the 


"  Yet  comp.  Syr.  S.  Jas.  ad  fin. :  "  Deus  qui  suscepit  oblationes 
Abraham,  &c.  .  .  .  suscipiat  vestras  :"  repeating,  as  tlie  West  does,  the 
language  of  the  oblation.  And  agaiu,  p.  2G :  "  Per  sacrificiuui  quod 
obtulimus  hodie,  placctiu-  Douiinus ;"  nearly  the  Western  words. 

"  Maskell,  pp.  68,  84. 
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praver  is  a  literal  translation  of  the  words  "  non  ae^^ti- 
niator  nieriti,  sed  venia3  largitor,"  &c.,  and  of  the 
great  final  ascription  of  glory  to  the  Holy  Trinity, 
with  which  the  Canon  concludes,  and  which  is  also 
repeated  partly  in  the  old  final  prayer ;  "  Per  Ipsnni, 

et  cum  Ipso,  &g per  omnia  soecula  sseculoruin. 

Amen." 

A  similar  account  may  be  rendered  of  the  other 
final  ])r;iyer,  retained  in  both  Revisions,  and  confined 
to  the  two  topics  of  thanks  for  the  reception,  and 
prayer  for  grace  as  the  efi^ect  of  it :  and  havinu-,  there- 
fore, abnnchmt  precedent  in  the  other  Hturgies^,  as 
well  as  in  tiie  Sarum,  from  which  it  is  in  part  trans- 
lated. The  other  Enghsh  Uses,  and  the  Roman,  are, 
strangely  enc)ngh,  devoid  of  any  thanksgiving.  The 
varying  Post-communio  supplied,  however,  a  prayer 
for  bent  fit  from  recej)tion.  The  Sarum  thanksgiving 
is  probably  due  to  Theodore  of  Tarsus,  being  curiously 
correspondent  to  one  in  a  Syriac'i  btuigy  used  in 
Mesopotamia  from  the  fourth  century.  Some  of  the 
terms  of  our  present  form  are  due  (see  the  table)  to 
one  prescribed  for  private  use  in  the  Sarum :  such  as 
"  we  are  very  members  incorporate  in  the  mystical 
Rcdy  of  Thy  Son,"  while  the  "  blessed  company  of 
all  taithful  people,"  and  "continue  in  that  holy  fellow- 
ship," are  renderings  of  the  old  "  intra  quorum  (Sanc- 
torum) nos  consortium  admitte." 

On  the  whole,  it  v\ill  be  perceived  that  the  language 
of  our  present  rite  is  throughout,  in  a  far  greater  de- 
gree than  has  been  hitherto  recognised,  that  of  the 

p  SS.  Jas.,  Clirys.,  Mark;  Copt.,  Etliiop.,  Gfill.,  Goth.,  &c.  See 
Bright's  Ancient  Collects,  pp.  41 — 'J(5,  first  cd. 

1  Lit.  of  S.  Marutas  Catholicus.  Sec  the  form  in  lieu.  ii.  268  ;  and 
comp.  Syr.  S.  Jas.,  fio. 
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older  forms  ;  only  with  such  change  of  application  or 
position  as  has  been  above  defined.  The  rendering 
is,  on  occasion,  free  and  full,  and  bears  throughout 
the  stamp  of  those  great  masters  of  the  genius  of  the 
English  language,  the  translators  of  our  Collects  and 
prayers.  For  though  the  present  order  is  that  of  the 
Second  Revision,  the  language  is  almost  entirely  that 
of  the  First. 

Among  the  less  important  features  which  call  for 
notice,  in  respect  either  of  order  or  substance,  is  the 
present  title  of  the  Office.  The  history  of  this  is 
curious  and  instructive.  The  first  serious  change 
made  in  the  old  system  was,  as  is  well  known,  the 
provision  (in  1548)  of  an  English  form  for  communi- 
cating the  people ;  including  the  Exhortation,  Con- 
fession, the  "  Comfortable  Words,"  and  the  final 
blessing.  This  was  called  "  The  Order  of  the  Com- 
munion T  the  term  being  used  in  its  proper  sense. 
The  rest  of  the  Office,  down  to  the  Reception, 
remained  untranslated  and  unaltered.  When,  then, 
the  entire  Office  was  translated  and  revised  in  1549, 
this  nomenclature  was  retained  for  the  receptive 
portion ;  the  previous  part  receiving  the  name  of  "  the 
Lord's  Supper  :"  so  that  the  whole  title  stood,  "  The 
Supper  of  the  Lord,  and  the  Holy  Communion  ;  com- 
monly called  the  Mass."  Hence  it  is  evident  that, 
whatever  foreign  Reformers  may  have  meant  by  the 
title  "  The  Lord's  Supper,"  our  Revisers  applied  it  to 
the  consecratory  part  of  the  rite,  as  distinguished  from 
the  Reception.  They  meant  by  it  all  that  the  Church 
does,  in  reverent  imitation  of  our  Lord's  action  at  His 
"  Last  Sapper,"  down  to  the  words  "  Take  eat,  and 
drink,"  &c.  The  term,  therefore,  by  no  means  ex- 
cludes, but  rather  draws  attention  to,  the  oblationary 
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and  sacrificial  part  of  the  Eucharistic  rite.  In  the 
second  Revision,  and  ever  since,  "  and"  was  substi- 
tuted for  "  or ;"  thus — "  The  administration  of  the 
Lord's  Supper  or  Holy  Communion" — the  running 
title  being,  however,  "  The  Communion."  At  the 
enlargement  of  our  Catechism  by  Bishop  Overall  in 
1604,  this  title  was  exclusively  employed,  and  hence 
has  come  largely  into  use  :  undesirably  enough,  if  it 
be  taken,  as  too  often  it  is,  to  set  forth  reception  as 
the  sum  and  substance  of  the  rite.  It  is  capable,  to 
say  the  least,  as  has  just  been  shewn,  of  a  wider  ac- 
ceptation. And  that  the  use  of  it  by  Overall  did  not 
proceed  from  his  failing  to  recognise  in  the  Eucharist 
a  memorial  sacrifice,  is  clear  from  hence,  that  he  de- 
fines for  us,  as  the  very  purpose  of  its  Institution, 
•'  the  continual  Remembrance,"  or  Memorial,  "  of  the 
Sacrifice  of  the  Death  of  Christ."  A  sparing  use  of 
the  term,  with  due  recollection  of  its  origin,  is  per- 
haps the  course  which  its  history  tends  to  recommend 
to  us.  The  title.  Holy  Eucharist,  on  the  other  hand, 
was  a  special  and  almost  exclusive  heritage  of  the 
Ephesine  Churches'  in  the  West,  while  it  is  almost 
unknown  to  the  Roman  Use.  If  this  and  Holy 
Communion,  then,  be  used  about  equably,  we  have 
a  nomenclature  expressing  well  the  two  parts  of  the 
great  Action  ;  the  one  describing  our  gift  of  ourselves 
in  Christ  to  God  ;  the  other  God's  Gift  of  Himself,  in 
Christ,  to  us.  There  is,  apparently,  no  one  term  which 
can  adequately  express  both\ 

'  Rubr.  Sar.,  at  "  Entrance :"  "  Panem,  vmum,  et  aquam,  qute  ad  mi- 
nistrationern  Eucharistisc  disponuntur."  Pontif.  Sar.,  in  Maski-11,  p.  105, 
Concil.  Dunclm.,  1220,  "consccratio  Eucliaristia;."  "Corpus  Cliristi" 
is  called  in  llercford  Use  "Dies  EucliaristijE."  So  Lit.  Gall.,  ]\Ial)ill., 
p.  52.     liubr.  Mozar.,  Leslie,  p.  23.'},  "Orationcs  post  Eucliarisliani." 

•  The  Greek  Anrovpyia,  the  Latin  Misaa,  both  meaning  a  "  public 
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The  use  of  the  Ten  Commandments  as  an  element 
of  Eucharistic  Service  is  the  L'lst  point  which  calls  for 
any  remark.  It  is  of  very  ancient,  perhaps  of  primi- 
tive use  in  this  country.  It  has  been  observed  that 
an  appeal  to  the  Decalogue  was  a  customary  form  of 
oath  in  the  ancient  British'  Church:  which  indicates 
perhaps  a  eucharistic  use  of  it.  But  however  this  be, 
the  recitation  and  exposition  of  it  was  enjoined  at 
least  four  times  a-year  in  the  middle  ages,  and  down 
to  the  time  of  the  Revision  ^  Another  practice  of 
the  English  Church  suggested  its  present  place  in  the 
Service.  On  Festivals,  the  nine  Kyrie  eleisons  were 
inter()olated  with  invocations.  This  evidently  sug- 
gested the  interpolation  of  the  Commandments,  one 
after  each  of  ten  "  Kyries,"  with  the  addition  to  each 
"  Kyrie"  of  the  words,  "  and  inchne  our  hearts  to 
keep  this  law."  This  is  not  unlike  the  opening  Litany 
of  S.  Chrysostom,  which  has  also  ten  Kyries,  with  as 
rasmy  supplications  between  them. — The  Collects  for 
the  Queen  which  follow  were  not,  as  some  have  sup- 
service,"  are  too  general  to  be  expressive.  For  I  believe  the  latter  is, 
notwithstanding  the  objections  of  Bona  and  Bingham,  (xiii.  1.  4,)  an  old 
word,  perhaps  connected  with  the  Heb.  missah,  a  free-will  offering,  (Deut. 
xvi.  10,)  but  common  to  tiie  Teutonic  languages  in  the  sense  of  a  portion, 
(Gen.  xliii.  34).  It  had  acquired  the  sense  of  "a  festival"  in  the  time 
of  Charlemagne,  (Aubepine,  ap.  Bingh.)  The  mere  idea  of  "  dismission" 
(to  say  nothing  of  the  strange  form  "missa")  is  too  negative  to  have 
given  a  name  to  the  Eucharistic  Of&ce,  and  various  other  Uffices  of  the 
Latin  Church. 

*  Williams,  Antiquities  of  the  Cymry,  p.  196  :  "  Swearing  by  the  Ten 
Commandments  was  the  form  of  oath  ■which  the  Christians  first  adopted 
in  this  country."  (He  refers  to  the  Welsh  Triads.)  This  would  most 
easily  arise,  if  the  Decalogue  was  usually  contained  in  the  same  book  as 
the  missal.  Another  object  sworn  by  was  the  Gospel  of  St.  John;  and 
this  we  do  find  (in  the  Irish  missal)  bound  up  with  the  liturgy.  Com- 
pare the  Western  habit  of  reading  St.  John  i.  1 — 14,  in  the  Sarum  Use 
more  especially ;  Maskell,  p.  140,  note. 

"  See  above,  lutrod.  to  Part  II.,  p.  116,  note  e. 
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posed,  introduced  for  the  first  time  with  reference  to 
the  Commandments,  which,  as  God's  vicegerent  she  is 
to  nphold.  Two  such  collects,  one  of  which  fnrnishcd 
our  second  one,  were  provided  in  the  Sarum^  to  make 
up  the  required  number  of  collects.  Until  the  last 
Revision  this  CoWqqX  foUowedy  as  of  old,  not  preceded, 
the  Communion  Collect. 

It  may  be  observed,  in  concludino;  this  Section,  that 
there  are  two  large  portions  of  the  Eiicharistic  Rite, 
to  use  Avhich,  detached  from  the  rest  of  the  Ottice, 
lias  been  a  widely  prevailing  custom  tiironghout  the 
Church.  The  one  is  the  Litany.  The  other  is  the 
rest  of  the  introductory  part  of  the  Communion  Office, 
as  far  as  the  OI)lation,  or  even  beyond  it;  of  rour.-e 
with  the  omission  or  modification  of  .'>uch  features  as 
are  of  the  essence  of  actual  Celebiation, 

1.  As  to  the  Litany.  This  is,  emphatically,  what 
may  be  called  the  mobilised  arm  of  the  (yhin-ch's^ 
Eucharistic  Service.  We  are  indeed,  throughout  the 
whole  West,  so  familiar  with  it  in  its  detached  cha- 
racter, that  we  find  some  difficulty  in  realizing  its 
eucharistic  relation.  But  this  is  to  invert,  as  has  been 
shewn,  the  true  order  of  conception  aI)out  it  ;  and  it 
is  also  to  miss,  in  the  ordinary  use  of  it,  all  its  jjro- 
fonndest  depths  and  grandest  Cii|)aciti'js  Wlioe\cr 
would  enter  fully  into  these,  and  use  it  with  due 
apprehension  of  them,  must  carefully  study  it, — 
especially  its  solemn  ninefold  pleading  of  the  si;veral 
steps  of  I  he  Economy, — in  the  light  of  the  historical 
facts  of  its  oriuiiiatioii,  as  above  investigated''.     And 

"  Memorise  communes,  Miss.  Sar.  in  fm.,  "  Pro  rcge  ct  re^'iiia." 

'  Tlic  East  makes  very  free  use  of  Iwr  opauinu;  aud  olluM-  litanies  or 

edencH  bolli  for  the  Djily  Ollice  and  on  otiicr  oecasions.     Conip.  above, 

vol.  i.  |).  2l;i,  on  tlic  Theory  of  Ordinary  \V'ort>iiip- 
'  Chap.  ii.  sect.  6. 
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the  power  of  thus  appreciating  it  on  ordinary  occasions 
will  best  be  attained  by  habitually  viewing  it,  when 
said  in  its  proper  place,  as  a  eiicharistic  litany  of  the 
Incarnation,  Passion,  and  Glory  of  Christ. 

2.  Again,  as  to  the  earlier  part  of  the  Communion 
Service  proper.  The  use  ^  of  ati  Office  selected  from 
the  Liturgy  is  of  very  ancient  use  in  the  Church,  and 
is  universal  in  the  East,  from  whence  no  doubt  the 
West  derived  it  as  early  as  the  thirteenth  century, 
or  earlier.  Not  only  in  Egypt  on  Wednesdays  and 
Fridays,  but  throughout  the  East,  (the  Greek  East, 
certainly,  and  the  Armenian  Church,)  is  there  used 
every  day,  either  after  the  sixth  or  ninth  hour  Service, 
a  very  full  Office,  to  represent  the  Liturgy''.  This 
"  Typicum"  (which  means,  and  is  rightly  rendered  in 
the  Slavonic °,  "the  likeness  or  imitation^  scil.  of  the 
Liturgy)  consists  of  the  Smiday  EucJiaristic  Office  up 
to  a  certain  point,  viz.  1.  Psalms  103,  146;  2.  The 
Hymn  "  Only-begotten  Son,"  corresponding  to  the 
Western  Gloria  in  Excelsis ;  3.  The  Beatitudes  with 
responses,  like  our  Commandments  and  responses ; 
4.  Epistle  and  Gospel.  Then,  in  lieu  of  the  Eucha- 
ristic  preface,  and  Tersanctas,  another  form  of  Ter- 
sanctus.  Then  the  Nicene  Creed,  reminding  us  of 
the  Creed  at  Receptmi,  (p.  340).  Then  deprecation 
and  Lord's  Prayer,  much  as  in  the  Liturgy,  certain 
Hymns,  and  the  Psalm  of  Thanksgiving  after  Com- 
munion, (Psalm  xxxiv.) 

»  This  and  some  following  paragraphs  were  contributed  by  the  writer 
to  a  note  in  p.  59  of  the  Rev.  J.  Purchas's  "Directorium  Anglicanum  :" 
a  work  which  if  it  had  been  really  an  "  English  Directory,"  would  have 
been  valuable,  and  not  merely,  as  now,  highly  curious. 

''  Bona,  Div.  Psahnod.  c.  18,  p.  904: :  "Quibus  additur  Typicum,  quod 
loco  missse  recitari  solet." 

<=  See  Neale,  Hist,  of  H.  E.  Church,  Gen.  Int.,  p.  9il. 
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The  Armenian  has  a  similar  Office  at  Nones.  The 
Egyptian  Church,  therefore,  was  not  pecuhar  in  having 
on  Wednesdays  and  Fridays  "  all  the  Eucharistic  Ser- 
vice except  what  was  proper  for  celebration'^,"  Neither 
is  there  in  the  abstract  any  possible  objection  to  a 
Service  so  selected,  provided  it  keeps  a  remote  dis- 
tance from  the  Liturgy.  Ordinary  Offices  ahoays 
borrow  something,  e.g.  the  Collect,  from  the  Eucha- 
ristic; it  is  a  question  of  degree  how  much  they 
should  borrow.  The  so-called  Missa  Sicca  of  the 
thirteenth  and  following  centuries  in  the  West,  was 
simply  such  an  abridgement  as  our  own,  only  more 
extended :  and,  though  abused,  was  probably  at  first 
as  harmless  as  its  Eastern  parallel.  It  omitted  the 
Canon  altogether,  except  the  Lord's  Prayer,  but  had 
the  Preface  (which  the  East  had  not)  as  well  as  the 
Tersanctus.  The  prayer  of  oblation  was  omitted, 
exactly  as  is  ordered  in  our  Book  ^.  It  is  worthy  of 
remark  that  it  was  our  first  and  best  Revisers  who 
ordered  the  saying  of  the  Office,  "  as  far  as  the  offer- 
tory," if  there  was  no  Communion;  only  however  on 
Wednesdays  and  Fridays,  or  other  week-days  of  ob- 
servance ^  It  is  most  likely  that  they  had  the  Eastern 
precedent  before  them,  the  Egyptian  more  especially ; 
which,  from  so  common  a  writer  as  Socrates,  they 
might  reasonably  have. 

This  abridgement  of  our  Communion  Office,  then, 
which  has  been  the  subject  of  much  hostile  criticism, 
lias  abundant  precedent  in  the  Church.  The  real  ob- 
jection is  not  to  our  possessing  such  a  form,  but  to 

■'  Socrates,  1.  c,  ap.  Bingham. 

*  Rubric  to  the  Chixrch  Militant  Prayer,  "If  there  be  no  alms  or 
ohlalions,"  &c. 

'  llubric,  end  of  Commuiuou  Ollicc,  1549. 
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its  being  made  a  convenient  cloak,  as,  to  a  fearful 
extent  it  has  been,  for  Inying  aside  Sunday  and 
Festival  celebration.  So  far  as  it  has  done  this,  no 
language  of  deprecation  is  too  strong  to  be  applied 
to  it.  But  this,  it  must  be  remembered,  is  the  fault 
not  of  the  rite,  but  of  the  administrators  of  it.  The 
English  Church,  at  the  time  of  her  Revision,  had  re- 
ceived from  the  middle  ages  a  melancholy  inheritance 
of  inveterate  unfrequency  of  Communion  on  the  part 
of  the  people.  After  a  futile  effort^ — the  first  in- 
stance of  such  an  attempt  for  more  than  a  thousand 
years — to  secure  the  attendance  of  weekly  communi- 
cants in  every  parish  in  the  land,  permission  was 
given  to  use  on  Sundays  also — what  had  hitherto 
been  provided  for  week-days  only  —  the  abridged 
Office.  The  only  case,  in  short,  in  which  that  Office 
was  recognised  at  the  first, — and  the  only  instance  in 
which  it  ought  to  be  tolerated  now, — is  when,  after 
every  endeavour  made,  communicants  cannot  be  ob- 
tained. 

SECTION  II. 

All  that  now  remains  is  briefly  to  pass  under  re- 
view the  contents  of  our  Eucharistic  Office,  seen  in 
the  light  of  the  preceding  investigations. 

In  entering  upon  the  Ordinary  Office,  then,  when 
Celebration  is  about  to  follow,  we  shall  recognise  in 
Psalm  or  Hymn  ^  if  such  there  be,  sung  as  a  prelude 

^  Viz.  by  the  rubric  of  1549  at  the  end  of  the  Office,  requiring  the 
parishioners  in  turn  to  provide  for  the  Elements,  and  to  receive. 

''  Of  the  lawfulness  of  either  in  tliis  place  there  is  no  doubt :  it  was, 
in  truth,  with  a  view  to  their  use  before  the  Service  proper,  that  those 
at  the  end  of  the  Prayer-Book  were  first  authorized  by  the  Injunctions 
of  Elizabeth.     And  on  Festivals  it  seems  most  fittuig  so  to  use  them. 
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to  it,  tlie  true  key-note  of  the  great  "  Sacrifice  of 
Praise"  that  is  to  follow.  The  Confession  and  Ab- 
solution, which  lie  at  its  tiireshold,  will  be  to  us 
the  first  washing  of  the  feet*,  as  of  "priests  unto 
God,"  about  to  enter  on  ])relirainary  ministrations  of 
service ;  leaving  yet  more  solemn  preparation,  for 
closer  access,  to  be  made  hereafter.  The  Lord's 
Prayer,  which  follows,  will  be  our  first  act  of  priest- 
hood as  adopted  first-born^  sons,  privileged  to  re- 
flect the  glory  of  the  Father.  And  from  this 
point  begins  the  heaping  up  of  our  sacrifice  u[)on  the 
altar.  The  Psalms,  first  of  all,  start  forth  into  eucha- 
ristic  life,  and  become  instinct  with  sacrificial  mean- 
ings and  mysteries.  They  are  no  longer  merely  so 
much  Sacred  Song,  uttered  by  earthly  voices  :  they 
blend,  through  the  supernatural  medium  of  the  Offer- 
ing about  to  be  made,  with  the  worship  of  Angels ; 
and  will  be  carried  up,  in  that  Offering,  with  all  their 
freight  of  love  and  penitence,  of  Redemption  memo- 
ries and  Resurrection  hopes,  to  the  very  Holy  of 
Holies. — The  hearing  of  Holy  Scripture  in  the  Les- 
sons, again,  now  becomes  many  ways  intensely  eu- 
charistic.  It  is  the  "  sanctifying  of  ourselves  through 
the  Truth,"  studied  and  digested  at  large :  it  is  the 
taking  in  of  Christ,  as  the  Wisdom  of  the  Father,  per- 
vading all  Scripture,  into  the  substance  of  our  spiritual 
being.  The  First  Lesson  will  command  our  special 
attention,  as  being  the  only  form  in  which  the  Old 
Testument  is  presented  to  our  eucharistic  me.ditation  ; 
the  Second,  as  part  of  that  "  Gospel"  whose  funda- 

accordingly :  as,  e.g.  on  Sundays,  "  Morn  of  morns,"  (Dies  dierum,)  or 
the  like.  We  tlius  restore  the  aneieut  hymn  of  the  West,  after  the 
Vciiitc,  to  nearly  its  ancient  place. 

'  Above,  p.  2G2.  ^  P.  lU.  note  h. 
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mental  mysteries  were  first  unfolded  in  the  great  In- 
stitution Discourses.  The  Canticles,  the  Te  Deum 
especially,  and  the  Creed,  are  the  vocal  rendering  back 
to  God,  in  a  rich  volume  of  Tersanctus  and  Trisagion 
praise ',  of  His  Divine  Attributes  as  He  is  in  Himself, 
and  of  His  wondrous  Work  for  man ;  both  alike  re- 
corded in  Scripture. — The  second  Lord's  Prayer  and 
the  third  Collect,  as  features  of  the  old  Prime  Office, 
serve  to  the  gathering  up  of  the  day  ^  and  its  works 
for  presentation  on  the  altar  :  while  the  other  two  Col- 
lects, one  of  them  specially  for  eucharistic  "  Peace," 
and  both  caught  as  live  coals  from  the  altar  to  kindle 
our  devotions  on  ordinary  days,  now  presage  the 
coming  Mystery,  and  serve  to  fuse  our  entire  Service 
into  one  living  and  glowing  whole  of  heavenward 
Sacrifice. 

And  now,  with  high-voiced  "anthem"  or  hymn, 
as  appointed  "", — whether  we  regard  this  as  the  linger- 
ing among  us  of  the  old  Benedictus  Antiphons,  or  as 
anticipating  the  old  Introit,  both  of  them  songs  of  the 
Incarnation,  and  in  the  tone  of  the  Gloria  in  Excelsis, 
— the  Service  passes  from  its  Ordinary  into  its  Fes- 
tival and  Eucharistic  phase. 

The  Litany  is  the  first  feature  of  eucharistic  ritual 
proper.  In  order  to  use  it  aright,  we  need  to  gather 
up  its  old  eucharistic  and  ritual  associations  **.  These 
will  give  intenser  force  to  the  first  mighty  burst  of 
supplication,  "O  God,  the  Father,  of  Heaven," — "  Pa- 
ter, de  ccelis,  Deus ;" — that  Heaven  whence  the  Son 

'  For  this  distinction  see  cli.  ii.  sect.  8,  p.  337. 

"  Conip.  S.  Mark,  first  prayer,  "  Grant  us  to  spend  this  holy  day 
without  sia ;"  and  the  Te  Deum,  "  Vouchsafe,  O  Lord,"  &c. 

"  "  In  choirs  and  places  where  they  siag,  here  followeth  the  anthem." 
Rubric  after  Third  Collect. 

"  Above,  ch.  ii.  sect.  6. 
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comes,  bringing  the  Father  and  the  Holy  Gliost  to 
dwell  with  us,  and  we  with  Them.  In  the  depre- 
cations— our  erabolismus — we  shall  recall,  with  a  deep 
sense  of  our  Lord's  Presence  now  as  then,  those 
primary  temptations  of  the  Devil,  in  the  horn'  of  the 
Supper  and  the  Institution,  under  which  the  Twelve 
all  more  or  less  stumbled,  and  one  was  lost :  praying 
intensely  for  deliverance  "from  all  evil,  from  sin,  from 
the  crafts  and  assaults  of  the  Devil ;  from  everlasting 
damnation ;  from  pride,  vain-glory,  hypocrisy,  envy, 
hatred,  malice,  and  all  uncharitableness ;  from  all 
deadly  sin,  from  the  deceits  of  the  world,  the  flesh, 
and  the  Devil."  Our  ninefold  pleading  of  the  Acts 
of  the  Economy  will  be  quickened  by  the  thought  of 
the  symbols  of  the  Incarnation,  already  perhaps  in 
view,  or  shortly  to  be  so ;  and  the  whole  awful  drama 
of  Redemption  will  begin  to  rise  before  our  eyes.  AH 
our  intercessions,  in  all  their  breadth  and  variety,  will 
be  poured  forth  with  the  intense  earnestness  of  those 
who  have  even  now  brought  their  pure  Sin-offering 
("  Lamb  of  God,  that  takest  away  the  sins  of  the 
world,  grant  us  Thy  peace")  to  "the  door  of  the 
tabernacle  of  meeting"  with  God,  that  His  Blood 
may  be  tremblingly  but  with  full  faith  applied  to  the 
horns  of  the  altar  p.  Or  if  the  Litany  be  not  appointed 
for  use,  we  have  still  a  sevenfold  array  of  suppli- 
cations ;  or,  including  the  Lord's  Prayer  and  prayer 
for  Purity,  ninefold '^,  for  all  needs  of  all  men.  In  the 
"  Grace  of  our  Lord,"  &c.  we  have  the  old  Eucha- 


p  Ch.  i.  p.  246. 

1  Coirip.  the  seven  or  nine  prayers  (above,  p.  321)  in  S.  James:  our 
seven  arc,  for  the  Queen,  the  Royal  Fainily,  Clergy  and  i'cople,  all 
estates  of  men,  the  Thanksgiving,  Prayer  of  S.  C'hrysostom,  "  the 
Grace,  &c." 
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ristic  benediction  serving  as  a  link  between  the  Litany 
and  celebration. 

For  now  we  advance  a  step  nearer  to  the  Heavenly 
Presence; — the  Veni  Creator,  as  in  the  Sariiin  Use, 
or  some  like  hymn  for  sanctification,  accompanying  us 
thither.  The  Eucharistic  Lord's  Prayer'' — His  Own 
Vestibule  to  His  Own  Holy  Temple — -will  be  preg- 
nant indeed  with  meaning  in  this  its  ancient  position. 
It  is  specially  to  be  viewed  as  a  solemn  request  to  be 
admitted  to  our  Father's  House  by  the  Divine  minis- 
try of  the  Licarnate  Son  Himself,  now,  as  of  old, 
waiting  upon  us  in  lowliest  guise,  in  the  person®  of 
His  ministers,  to  wash  our  feet,  to  soothe  our  peni- 
tential sorrows  and  fears,  to  enlighten  our  ignorance, 
to  sanctify  our  whole  being,  to  carry  us  in  very  deed, 
though  in  deepest  mystery,  in  the  accepted  Gifts  of 
His  Own  Body  and  Blood,  into  that  glorious  Presence 
and  Home;  fiually,  to  "break"  to  us,  in  our  still 
abiding  estate  of  orphanhood  here  below,  "the  bread 
of  mourners,"  and  pour  for  us  "  the  cup  of  conso- 
lation." The  Collect  for  Purity,  again,  it  must 
well  be  borne  in  mind,  is  not  for  purity  only,  in 
a  general  way ;  but  for  that  high  degree  of  it  which 
may  enable  us  "  worthily  to  magnify,"  or,  as  another 
form  *  expresses  it,  "  to  assist  worthily  at  the  divine 
mysteries,  and  be  admitted  into  the  Holy  of  Holies." 
It  is  purity  for  sacrificial  work  that  w^e  ask  for :  we 
invite  as  it  were  the  keen  edge  of  the  sacrificial  knife, 
to  lay  all  bare  and  open,  as  of  old,  to  Him,  unto 

'  Chap.  ii.  sect.  4. 

•  St.  John  xiii.  20,  just  after  the  wasliing  of  the  feet,  "  That  ye  should 
do  as  I  have  done  to  you.  .  .  .  He  that  receiveth  •whomsoever  I  send, 
receiveth  Me." 

'  The  York,  Maskell,  pp.  8,  16;  Roman,  Praeparatio  ad  Missam. 
See  above,  ch.  ii.  sect.  4. 
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Whom  all  hearts,  desires,  and  secrets  are  known.  It 
is  "  Lord,  is  it  I  ?"  that  each  one  addresses  here  to  his 
present  Lord.  And  well  do  the  old  "  Kyrie  Eleisons," 
or  "  Lord  have  mercy  iqmn  us,"  interweaving  with  the 
dread  Law  of  Sinai,  the  Ten  Commandments,  carry  on 
the  work  of  scrutiny ;  of  unveiling  all,  and  bewailing 
all,  before  the  All-seeing  Eye.  (Comp.  Heb.  iv.  12, 13.) 

The  preliminaries  are  now  over.  The  actual  pre- 
paration for  Sacrifice  and  Sacrificial  Feast  begins. 
The  elements  are  in  view : — of  old,  in  our  Church, 
they  w^ere  at  this  point  with  much  solemnity  brought 
in.  The  Introit  preluded,  the  Gloria  in  Excelsis  an- 
nounced their  advent.  And  still  at  this  juncture  will 
thoughts  of  the  Incarnation  crowd  thick  upon  the 
soul.  We  have  put  away  for  the  time  even  the  thought 
of  our  own  unworthiness :  we  are  wuth  the  "  herald 
angels"  of  Bethlehem;  or  with  Him  Who  said,  as  at 
this  juncture,  in  His  Eucharistic  Action,  "  Now  is  the 
Son  of  Man  glorified ;  .  .  .  and  God  shall  straightway 
glorify  Him."  The  spirit  of  the  Gloria  in  Excelsis, 
"  Glory  to  God  on  high,  and  on  earth  peace,  good-will 
to  men,"  broods  still,  in  virtue  of  the  presence  of  the 
elements,  over  the  transition  from  the  "  new  com- 
mandment''" which  is  the  fulfilling  of  the  law,  to  the 
wider  unfolding  of  Christian  mysteries  in  Eucharistic 
Scriptures. 

But  now  these  angelic  harpings,  and  these  echoes  of 
Christ's  Own  Words  concerning  His  Own  glory,  are 
dying  down  into  those  still  hymn-like  prayers, — the 
wondrous  Collects  of  the  West.  How  the  loner- 
drawn-out  "  pneuma" — the  lingering  pulsation — of 
the  Gloria  in  Excelsis,  first  took,  in  far  Eastern  and 

"  Compare  at  every  step  our  Lord's  Action  :  sec  cli.  ii.  sect.  4,  fin. : 
sec  also  the  tabic  at  the  cud  of  this  chapter. 
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far  AVestern  rites,  the  tone  and  colour  of  the  high 
Festivals; — how  afterwards,  meeting  the  elaborate 
Gospel  and  Epistle  system  of  the  Greek  East,  it  was 
wrought  up  into  a  weekly  descant  and  prayer  founded 
upon  them^  need  not  be  repeated  here,  save  to  quicken 
our  sense  of  how  gifted  as  well  as  how  nobly-de- 
scended a  thing  our  "Collect"  is;  how  profoundly 
related,  as  having  come  forth  out  of  the  bosom  of  the 
Gloria  in  Excelsis,  to  the  whole  Economy; — for  its 
address,  how  lofty  and  soaring  ; — for  its  prayer,  how 
intense  and  concentrated. — In  obedience  to  Apostolic 
injunction,  the  English  Church  has  ever^  been  wont 
to  add  here  a  Collect  for  the  King  or  Queen,  that  so 
earthly  "  peace  "  may  prepare  the  way  for  heavenly. 

The  Eucharistic  Scriptures  follow.  To  believe  in- 
tensely in  the  Presence  of  Christ  speaking  in  them, 
preaching  "Peace"  by  them,  imparting  Himself  as 
"Wisdom"  through  them,  and  so  "sanctifying  us 
through  the  Truth"  as  to  be  meet  for  offering  our- 
selves in  the  coming  Sacrifice,  is  the  counsel  we  gather 
from  the  history  "^  of  their  origin  and  upgrowth  in  the 
Church  of  God.  The  herald  Servant  announces  in  the 
Epistle,  the  Master  Himself  expounds  more  exactly  in 
the  Gospel,  the  particular  aspect  under  which  He  will 
on  each  occasion  "  be  made  known  to  us  in  breaking 
of  Bread."  The  Feast  has  begun  to  be  spread,  and, 
in  the  form  of  Divine  knowledge,  to  be  partaken  of. 
The  old  Alleluia  after  the  Epistle,  our  own  "  Glory 
be  to  God  on  high"  before  the  Gospel,  bespeak  our 
joyful  belief  that  "  the  marriage  of  the  Lamb  is 
come,"  and  we  already  are  among  "  the  blessed  who 
eat  bread  in  the  kingdom  of  God."  Our  surest  guide, 
perhaps,  to  profit  by  these  Scriptures,  is  to  think  of 

»  Above,  ch.  iii.  p.  416.         ^  See  above,  p.  441.         '  Ch.  ii.  sect.  7. 
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them  as  holding  the  exact  place  of  the  great  Eucha- 
ristic  Discourses  of  our  Lord.  In  this  point  of  view, 
it  is  not  without  significance  that  at  one  of  them,  the 
Epistle,  by  ancient  custom,  we  literally  "  sit  and  eat," 
as  those  who  are  at  a  feast,  and  as  the  Apostles  did 
during  part  of  those  Discourses.  With  yet  greater 
fitness  do  we,  at  the  reading  of  the  Gospel  itself,  obey 
the  ancient  liturgical  injunction,  "  Wisdom :  stand 
up ;"  based,  it  may  be,  on  the  words  of  Christ  on  the 
very  verge  of  the  Institution,  "  As  the  Father  gave 
Me  commandment  even  so  I  do;  Arise,  let  us  go 
hence ;" — in  w^hich  posture,  viz.  standing,  the  rest  of 
the  Discourse  was  listened  to  by  them. 

The  Eucharistic  Creed  should  be  used,  1.  with  clear 
remembrance*  of  how  our  Lord  unfolded  it  to  the 
Apostles,  for  the  first  time,  before  the  Institution ; 
and  how  earnestly  He  strove,  and  at  length  pre- 
vailed, to  draw  from  them  the  mighty  and  saving 
"  We  believe ;"  2.  as  a  hymn-like  ascription  to  God 
of  His  Own  Redeeming  Work,  no  less  than  as  an 
expression  of  belief  in  it. 

If  the  Creed  is  followed  by  the  Bidding  Prayer,  the 
rationale  of  this  should  be  borne  in  mind ;  viz.  that 
the  announcement  of  Gospel  peace  is  an  argument  to 
pray  for  it,  as  that  prayer  is  specially  meant  to  do  ^. 
A  few  notes  of  the  organ,  or  a  hymn,  will  supply  for 
us  here  the  much -to -be -regretted  loss  of  the  old 
Alleluia.  The  Sermon,  the  one  feature  of  the  Office 
which  is  not  ruled  by  prescript  as  to  its  contents, 
will  of  course  most  properly  be  on  the  theme  of  the 
Eucharistic  Scriptures ;  including  in  that  term  those  of 
the  Ordinary  Office.  We  have  seen  that  this  feature 
is  characteristic  of  the  far  Western  °  or  Pauhne  Rite,  to 

»  Above,  cli.  ii.  sect.  8.       ''  Ch.  ii.  sect.  7,  p.  333.       "=  Ch.  iii.  sect.  3. 
Og  2 
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which  we  claim  such  close  affinity :  and  the  thought 
may  well  animate  the  eucharistic  preaching  of  our 
clergy  with  an  invigorating  sense  of  ritual  descent,  in 
this  respect,  from  the  great  Apostle  of  the  Gentiles. 

But  now,  our  sanctification  through  the  Truth  com- 
pleted, the  great  sacrificial  Action  to  which  we  are 
called  draws  on  apace.  Whatever  of  materials  for 
that  Sacrifice  we  have  accumulated  now ; — whether  the 
preceding  acts  of  Divine  Service ; — or,  "  on  the  First 
Day  of  the  week,  as  God  hath  prospered  us,"  a  free- 
will offering  of  our  hand, — "free"  as  to  the  amount, 
but  bounden  as  to  the  thing ; — or  the  labours  and 
events  of  the  week ;  (and  all  the  week  long,  be  it 
remembered,  we  have  been  in  God's  sight,  like  the 
shew-bread  of  old,  as  those  dedicated  to  Him,  and 
looking  to  be  actually  offered ;) — whether  thanksgiving 
for  mercies, — the  ancient  "  vows ;" — or  sorrow  for 
sins,  the  ancient  sin-offering, — only  using  Christ's 
better  Sacrifice  as  its  plea;  —  or  ''wholly  given" 
offerings  of  body,  soul,  and  spirit, — the  old  personal 
burnt-offering ; — or  the  material  elements  for  the  cele- 
bration ; — all  this  has  now  to  be  made  solemn  tender 
of,  by  the  placing  the  elements  on  the  altar,  and  by 
the  Oblation  of  them. 

The  mind  and  the  duties  belonging  to  the  "  Obla- 
tion," as  distinguished  from  those  pertaining  to  Con- 
secration itself,  will  best  be  understood  by  reference 
to  what  is  said  above  ^  of  the  ceremonies  which  accom- 
panied the  bringing  of  personal  and  congregational 
sacrifices  to  the  door  of  the  Tabernacle.  The  "  gift," 
we  there  learn,  must  be  "  whole"  and  entire  without 
reservation  ; — there  must  be  great  faith  in  the  power 
of  the  ordained  medium,  however  simple,  to  operate 

^  Cli.  i.  sect.  16,  init. 
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sacrificially  on  our  behalf;  a  "laying  of  our  hand" 
upon  it,  so  commissioning  it  to  present  us  in  Christ  to 
God  ;  and  a  sense  of  the  blessedness  of  being  allowed 
thus  to  offer  ourselves.  And,  what  though  our  offer- 
ing be  "bloodless"  now,  we  must  realize,  as  truly  as 
if  with  our  own  hands  we  took,  as  of  old,  the  life  of 
an  innocent  creature,  that  our  oblation  is  based,  me- 
morially,  upon  an  awful  and  most  guilty  Blood-shed- 
ding :  our  sins  having  been  direct  and  real  accessories 
to  the  slaying  of  Christ. — And  if  our  faith  is  backward 
to  recognise,  in  the  humble  and  familiar  media  of 
bread  and  wine,  the  channels  of  such  lofty  mysteries, 
and  craves  rather  the  more  awing  ceremonial  which 
gathered  round  the  animal  sacrifices ;  then  let  the  old 
"meat"  or  bread  offerings,  but  above  all  the  Shew- 
bread,  be  our  teachers.  From  thence  we  may  learn  ^ 
that  bread  and  wine  did,  even  more  effectually  than 
the  private  victims,  perform  of  old  the  functions  of 
a  personal  sacrifice,  and  especially  the  one  now  under 
consideration, — the  acceptable  presentation  therein  of 
man  to  God,  through  their  "  memorial"  identification 
with  the  one  great  Sacrifice  of  the  Covenant. — Let  it 
be  borne  in  mind,  too,  that  this  act  of  Oblation  is  an 
act  of  the  whole  Church;  it  is  a  congregational  no 
less  than  a  personal  sacrifice,  that  is  brought  and 
tendered  for  acceptance.  As  the  mystical  Body  of 
Christ  it  is  that  she  lays  herself  on  the  Table  of 
Shewbread  and  the  Altar  of  Burnt-offering. — Fur- 
ther, as  the  elements  have  been  all  along  the  symbols 
of  the  Incarnation  and  Passion  of  Christ,  so  now  do 
we  desire  no  less  than  that  they  should,  in  a  mystery, 
be  to  us  the  Body  and  Blood  of  that  Passion.  As,  in 
the  Economy  of  Redemption,  our  human  nature  was 

«  Ch.  i.  sect.  xi.  pp.  185—189. 
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wondrously  privileged  to  furnish  that  Substance  which 
the  Son  of  God  "  took"  and  offered  for  the  hfe  of  the 
world,  80  in  the  Eucharistic  Economy  does  the  Church 
furnish  that  which  shall  be  to  her  the  Body  and  Blood 
of  her  Lord.  Very  much  in  place  here,  therefore,  are 
the  old  post-memorial  prayers ; — which  indeed,  as  it 
should  seem,  stood  originally  in  this  position  (p.  394) : — 

"We  have  set  before  Thee,  0  Lord,  of  Thine  Own  gifts':  on 
behaK  of  all  and  for  all  we  offer  Thee  Thine  Own  out  of  Thine 

Own^: (S.  Jas.) 

Send  down  upon  us  "  and  on  these  proposed  gifts  presented  unto 
Thee,  Thy  Most  Holy  Ghost,  to  bless  them  and  sanctify  them, 
and  to  make'  this  Bread  and  "Wine  truly  the  Body  and  Blood 
(Arm.)  of  our  Lord  and  Saviour  Jesus  Christ;  so  that  they  may 
be  to  us  who  partake  of  them  for  remission  of  sins,  for  sanctifi- 
cation  of  soul  and  body,  for  bringing  forth  good  works.  (S.  Jas., 
S.  Mark,  &c.)" 

Some  leisure  for  these  and  similar  prayers,  such  as 
the  old  "  Secretse^"  is  generally  afforded  by  the  act 
of  placing  the  elements  on  the  altar. 

'  S.  Mark  and  Ex)in.,  to  a-h  iK  twv  a-wv :  "  de  tuis  donis  ac  datis." 
^  S.  Chrys.,  S.  Bas.,  Arm. ;  all  after  the  Institution.     This  is  clearly 

from  1  Chron.  Xxix.  14,  Sn  a-a  to  irdura,  Kol  eK  rwv  (twv  SeBdKafiev  croi: 

said  of  the  offerings  of  the  people  towards  the  service  of  the  sanctuary, 
ver.  7 :  the  sacrifices  following  afterwards,  ver.  21. 

'■  So  some  English  Uses  had  both  the  "  Veni  Creator  Spiritus,  mentes 
tuorum  visita,"  &c.,  and  the  "  Veni  Sanctificator,  benedic  hoc  sacri- 
ficium." 

'  Tor  a  full  investigation  of  the  sense  of  this  and  similar  expressions 
in  the  hturgies,  the  reader  is  referred  to  the  Introduction  to  this  Part : 
especially  pp.  17 — 25. 

■^  The  single  and  fixed  prayer  of  oblation  was  originally  so  called 
(Amalarius,  ninth  cent.,  De  Off.  ^Miss.,  c.  20)  from  secernere,  'to  set  apart.' 
The  piirest  and  best  Western  "  Secreta"  is,  by  the  admission  of  Bona, 
the  Hereford  and  GaUican;  (the  Sarum  is  disfigured  by  late  corrup- 
tions) :  "  Receive,  Holy  Trinity,  this  oblation  which  we  offer  to  Thee, 
in  Bemembrance  of  the  Passion  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  and  grant 
that  it  may  come  up  with  acceptance  in  Thy  Presence."  Maskell, 
p.  57. 
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The  Offertory,  however  important,  is  of  course 
but  one  feature  in  this  act  of  divine  charity,  in  which 
we  are  so  wondrously  privileged  to  "  give,"  even  to 
God,  gifts  redounding  to  His  glory,  and  really  accept- 
able to  Him  for  Christ's  sake. 

The  existing  form  of  our  Oblation  (at  the  beginning 
of  the  Church  Militant  Prayer)  follows  the  ancient 
modeP  in  its  humble  expression,  and  in  desiring, 
though  in  brief  phrase,  that  our  gifts,  as  well  as  our 
prayers,  may  be  carried  up  into  the  Presence  of  "the 
Divine  Majesty,"  and  laid  (and  we  in  them)  on  Clirist's 
heavenly  Altar.  And,  though  now  we  use  not  mate- 
rial incense,  it  is  still,  as  of  old,  by  the  True  Incense, 
His  Intercession,  that  we  look  to  have  our  Offering 
enter  within  the  Yeil,  into  the  Holy  of  Holies.  All 
old  "prayers  of  incense,"  therefore,  are  in  place  here. 

But  now,  seeing  it  is  only  as  a  Unity,  and  as  One 
Body  iri  Christ,  that  the  Church  can  be  accepted ; 
therefore  do  we  pray  intensely  in  this  place, — as  all 
the  West  in  the  earliest  ages  prayed,  and  still  does  on 
one  day  of  the  year, — as  Christ  Himself  prayed  at  His 
great  Oblation, — for  the  Unity  of  all  in  One.  To  this 
purpose  is  the  prayer,  "For  the  whole  state  of 
Christ's  Church  Militant  here  in  earth,"  offered 
here.  And  we  may  note  here  a  clear  distinction  be- 
tween the  three  great  intercessions  embodied  in  our 
Eucharistic  Office.  The  first,  the  Litany,  is  mere 
though  intense  deprecation  of  evils,  and  supplication 
for  good.  The  second,  the  Bidding  Prayer,  the  Gos- 
pel litany  of  the  Eastern  forms,  is  a  special  supplica- 
tion iov  peace.  The  third,  now  before  us,  is  for  unity. 
The  difference  is  important.     Peace  is,  strictly,  but 

'  See  the  Table. 
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a  negative  thing ;  the  absence  of  discord,  whether  be- 
tween us  and  God,  or  between  man  and  man.  But  unity 
is  a  high  positive  gift,  carrying  in  it,  especially  when  the 
medium  of  it  is  the  Divine  Manhood  of  Christ,  un- 
speakable blessings.  Peace  is  properly  the  foundation. 
Unity  is  a  separate  and  more  advanced  benefit. — The 
remembrance  here  made  of  the  departed  is  another 
note  of  difference,  and  of  course  completes  the  rounded 
unity  of  the  Church's  presentation  of  herself  in  all  her 
parts  and  members.  And  it  may  be  remarked,  that 
it  was  apparently  with  a  view  to  such  presentation, 
and  with  no  other  intent,  that  the  remembrance  of 
the  departed  was  originally  made  in  the  Liturgies. 
The  very  ancient  Syriac  thus  "remembers"  them, 
(beginning  with  Adam  and  Eve,  and  including  the 
Blessed  Virgin  and  the  Apostles,)  in  closest  connection 
with  the  oblation^ :  making  no  request  whatever  for 
them,  but  simply  presenting  them  with  the  Church, 
as  its  members  at  rest.  It  is  further  on,  and  in  con- 
nection with  much  evidently  late  matter,  (such  as  re- 
quests for  their  intercession,)  that  a  prayer  for  their 
rest  and  felicity  is  preferred °.  This  liturgy  also  refers 
to  the  apostolic  injunction  "  to  remember  those  who 
have  had  the  rule  over  us,  and  have  spoken  unto  us 
the  word  of  God,"  as  the  ground  for  the  practice  of 
such  eucharistic  remembrance  of  the  departed. 

The  kiss  of  peace  was  of  old  associated  with  the 
Oblation.  Our  Exhortation,  occurring  at  this  point, 
discharges  the  same  function  now :  and  it  may  be 
doubted  whether  any  more  effectual  means  for  the 
end  in  view  has  ever  been  employed  in  the  Church. 
It  covers,  however,  much  more  ground  than  this ; 
summing  up  all  the  other  means  of  preparation  for 

"■  Renaud.  ii.  p.  16.  °  Ibid,,  p.  17. 
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the  Holy  Communion.  And  it  closes  with  an  earnest 
and  stirring  invitation  to  join  in  the  other  branch 
of  the  Service,  the  impending  act  of  "Thanks"  or 
Eucharist,  and  Sacrificial  Memorial: — an  invitation 
not  unlike  those  of  the  East  in  the  same  position,  just 
before  the  "  Sursum  corda."  "  Let  us  love  one  an- 
other j"  "  salute  one  another  with  an  holy  kiss :  let 
those  who  cannot  communicate  go  forth  and  pray 
outside."  "  Now,  ye  ministers,  lift  up  your  voices  and 
with  one  heart  bless  the  consubstantial  Godhead." 
"  Christ  is  in  the  midst  of  us ;  stand  we  well ;  stand 
we  with  fear :  let  us  take  heed  to  offer  the  holy  Offer- 
ing in  peace  °." 

And  that  it  may  indeed  be  "in  peace;"  that  we 
may  present  the  holy  Offering  acceptably,  and  "re- 
ceive the  holy  Sacrament  to  our  comfort;"  the  Church 
brings  forth  once  more,  out  of  the  "  treasure  of  things 
new  and  old"  committed  to  her,  the  healing  and 
cleansing  remedies  of  Confession  and  Absolution  ; 
— her  Sin-off erinf/^,  so  that  none  may  draw  near  to 
bring  his  burnt-offering  and  his  peace-offering  in  a 
state  of  condemnation  for  wilful  sin  against  the  Cove- 
nant;— her  "washing  of  the  feet"  in  the  mighty  Laver 
of  the  Blood  of  Christ,  ere  her  "  priests  unto  God"  go 
in  to  the  Holy  Place  to  oflPer  with  the  frankincense  of 
prayer  their  reasonable  sacrifice  of  themselves  as  "  the 
Bread  of  their  God,"  and  to  eat  of  "  the  Living  Bread 
which  cometh  down,"  in  the  dread  Feast,  "from 
heaven." 

Let  it  be  clearly  understood  that  our  Confession 
and  Absolution  is  this  ;  neither  less  nor  more.  When 
we  fix  our  faith  on  the  One  Sacrifice  of  Christ,  for 

"  S.  Clirys.,  Armcn, ;  Ncalc,  Introd.,  pp.  455,  150, 
p  Sec  iibovc,  cliap.  i.  sect.  xvii.  p.  257,  &c. 
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the  forgiveness  of  actual  sins  unfitting  us  for  His 
Presence  in  the  Sanctuary,  and  specially  for  His  Eu- 
charistic  Presence,  and  the  absolving  word  is  pro- 
nounced to  us  by  His  Priests,  we  as  truly  present 
a  "  sin-offering,"  and  are  released  of  our  disabiUties 
thereby,  as  they  were  of  old  who  brought  a  "  kid  or 
lamb,"  laying  their  sin  upon  it,  to  be  neutralized  by 
the  holiness  of  the  priests  who  partook  of  it,  and 
obtaining  reconciliation  by  its  consumption  on  the 
altar.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  this  degree  of  cleans- 
ing still  leaves  that  perfect  "remission,"  which  is 
required  for  our  entrance  into  Heaven  itself,  "and 
all  other  benefits  of  the  Passion,"  to  be  realized  by 
the  off'ering  and  partaking  of  our  Peace-offering. 

The  "  Comfortable  Words,"  which  ensue,  are,  it  will 
be  remembered,  in  position  and  significance,  what 
the  threefold  Aaronic  and  later  Christian  Benediction 
were  to  those  who  drew  near  to  the  sacrifices  of  the 
Law  or  the  Gospel.  They  represent,  1.  "The  Lord 
bless  you  and  keep  you,"  &c. ;  2.  Our  Lord's  own 
threefold  "Peace;"  3.  "The  love  of  the  Father  .  .  . 
the  grace  of  the  Sou  ...  the  gift  of  the  Holy  Ghost," 
in  the  Liturgies. 

With  Lift  up  your  hearts  begins  the  great 
Action.  But  why,  let  us  ask,  this  peculiar  yet  uni- 
versal exhortation  ?  Is  it  merely  because  God's  espe- 
cial abode  is  in  Heaven  ?  They  who  have  the  Lord's 
Prayer  for  their  pattern  need  not  to  be  reminded  of 
that.  No :  it  is  not  on  the  general  ground  of  our 
blissful  relation  to  God,  as  our  Pather,  but  on  the 
particular  one  of  our  orphanhood  and  separation,  here 
below,  from  our  Father's  House.  To  that  House,  as 
of  old,  the  Son  designs,  in  this  solemn  Feast,  to  bring 
us.  His  brethren.     More  especially,  our  great   Con- 
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TiNUAL  Sacrifice  is  offered  there  evermore;  it  is 
towards  this,  for  the  sake  of  this,  that  we  are  to  "  lift 
up  our  hearts."  We  must  not,  as  some  have  done, 
so  fix  our  thoughts  on  what  is  about  to  be  transacted 
on  earth,  as  to  make  that  the  centre  of  our  aspira- 
tions, instead  of  the  means  of  drawing  them  upwards. 
Heaven,  it  is  true,  is  about  to  stoop  to  earth  ;  but  it  is 
a  far  more  leading  view,  that  earth  is  about  to  be 
lifted  to  heaven,  "  where  Christ  sitteth  at  the  Right 
Hand  of  God,"  offering  continually  His  Sacrifice  of 
Himself.  To  be  lifted  by  our  sacrifice  into  union 
therewith,  and  so  to  be  borne  into  the  Holy  of  Holies, 
is  the  aim  of  the  whole  action  considered  as  a 
Sacrifice. 

The  words  Let  us  give  thanks,  with  the  answer, 
*'  It  is  very  meet . .  to  give  thanks,"  furnish,  again,  the 
dominant  idea  of  the  eucharistic  action.  The  words 
IN  ALL  PLACES  mark  the  catholicity,  foretold  by 
Malachi,  of  the  "  pure  offering"  of  the  Gospel.  The 
Jewish  forms  had  only^  "at  all  times''  The  West 
suffers  a  great  loss  in  having  no  commemoration  here, 
except  in  the  Proper  Prefaces,  of  the  Acts  of  God 
from  the  Creation  of  man  to  his  Redemption.  The 
Western  enumeration  of  Angelic  orders  is  also  com- 
paratively brief.  More  particularly,  the  form  which  we 
have  retained,  out  of  three"  used  in  the  old  Office, 
does  not  contain  either  Cherubim  or  Seraphim.  For 
these,  therefore,  as  well  as  for  "  the  Heavens  and  all 
the  Powers  therein,"  we  are  thrown  back  upon  the 

1  Ch.  ii.  p.  293. 

'  1.  Ideo  cum  angclis,  &c.  2.  Per  qucm  Majcstaicm  tuam  laudant 
Angeli,  adorant  Dominationes,  tremunt  Potestatcs.  Cccli  cselonimquc 
virtutes,  ac  beata  Seraphim,  &c.  3.  (Trin.  Sunday.)  Quam  laudant 
Angeli  atrjue  angeli,  Cherubim  quoquc  et  Seraphim.  Tliis  last  was  re- 
tained for  Trinity  Sunday  in  llic  1  Edw.  VI.,  "  VVhoin  the  angels,"  &c. 
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Te  Deum ;  which,  indeed,  bears  some  marks  of  having 
been  developed  out  of  a  Western  Proper  Preface,  per- 
haps for  Easter  Day'.  The  thought  of  the  Seraphim 
is  important,  because  the  Tersanctus  was  made  known 
to  man  as  their  act  of  worship  in  particular ;  of  the 
Cherubim,  for  the  same  reason,  and  because  man  is 
actually  in  some  mysterious  way  included  in  them*. 

The  leading  thought,  in  joining  in  Therefore 
WITH  Angels  and  Archangels,  &c.,  is  not  merely  that 
there  is  a  community  and  oneness  of  worship  between 
heaven  and  earth, — the  Jewish  forms'"  would  testify 
to  that, — but  that  all  this  worship  is  gathered  into 
Christ  the  Incarnate  "Word,  and  is  offered  in  Him. 
For  "He  has  gathered  together  all  things  in  One, 
both  which  are  in  heaven  and  which  are  on  earth ; 
whether  they  be  Thrones,  or  Dominions,  or  Principali- 
ties, or  Powers^."  All  these  are  now,  spiritual  though 
they  be,  ''very  members  incorporate  in  the  Mystical 
Body ;"  and  their  worship  is  offered  by  them  as  such, 
and  through  Him  as  their  Head.  So  one  of  the  old 
forms :  "  Throuf/7i  Wliom  Angels  praise  Thy  Majesty, 
Dominions  adore.  Powers  tremble,  the  Heavens  and 
all  the  Powers  of  the  Heavens,  and  the  blessed  Sera- 
phin."  The  Eastern  and  the  Jewish  forms  greatly 
multiply  the  terms  of  the  Angelic  praise :  e.g. 

"  They  cry  one  to  the  other  with  incessant  voices  and  perpetual 
praise,  singing,  vociferating,  glorifying,  crying,  and  saying."  (S. 
Mark,  &c.)  "  They  are  all  lovely,  they  are  aU  fair,  . .  .  and  they 
bless,  and  extol,  and  strengthen,  and  make  holy,  and  make  king, 
the  Name  of  the  strong  God ;  and  answer  and  say.  Holy,  Holy, 

»  Comp.  the  Mozarabic  Preface  for  Easter  Day,  which  is  closely 
parallel.  But  certain  of  the  GaUican  Prefaces,  published  by  Messrs. 
Forbes  and  Neale,  are  closer  still. 

'  Isa.  vi.  1;  Rev.  iv.  8.     See  above,  p.  221. 

"  Chap.  ii.  p.  295,  ^  Eph.  i.  10;  Col.  i.  16. 
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Holy,  O  Lord  of  Hosts,  the  whole  earth  is  full  of  His  glory." 
(Jewish  Service.) 

After  the  Tersanctus,  a  pause  is  made  in  the  great 
act  of  "  Thanks."  Struck  with  awe,  as  it  were,  at 
the  greatness  of  our  enterprise,  we  make  here  our 
lowly  Prayer  of  Access,  "  We  do  not  presume, 
&c. ;"  desiring  that  we  may  so  receive  the  gifts  now 
being  offered,  as  to  be  to  our  everlasting  profit  in 
body  and  soul  ^.  Then  the  Church  takes  up  again  the 
thread  of  her  consecratory  "  giving  of  thanks,"  in  the 
Prayer  of  Consecration.  It  is  here  that  she  makes, 
according  to  the  Commandment,  over^  the  gifts  of 
Bread  and  Wine,  her  "Memorial"  or  "Remembrance" 
of  the  great  Economy,  and  specially  of  the  "One  full, 
perfect,  and  sufficient  Sacrifice,  Oblation,  and  Satis- 
faction, made  by  Christ's  One  Oblation  of  Himself 
once  offered."  This — not  the  Oblation,  not  the 
prayer  after  Reception — is  her  act  of  Sacrifice.  As  re- 
gards the  earlier  steps  of  the  Economy,  her  comme- 
moration /tere  is,  like  that  of  the  West  generally,  very 
brief:  "  AVhich  didst  (/ive  Thine  Only  Son."  The 
East,  especially  S.  Basil  ^,  is  very  full  on  this  head, 
and  may  well  furnish  us  with  matter  to  fill  up  pri- 
vately the  brevity  of  our  form.  Meanwhile,  the 
Western  Litany,  by  its  pleading  of  the  Economy  step 

^  For  the  terms  of  this  and  subsequent  prayers,  and  their  derivation 
from  the  old  forms,  see  the  Tables,  and  remarks  on  them,  at  the  end  of 
this  chapter. 

*  Tlie  Rubric  (of  1GC2)  provides  for  this :  "  Wlicn  tlie  Priest,  stand- 
ing before  the  Table" — doubtless  facing  the  East — "  hath  so  ordered  the 
Bread  and  Wine,"  &e.  Comp.  Syriac,  p.  16 :  "  We,  according  to  His 
divine  precept,  now  make  commemoration  over  this  Eucharist  which  is 
set  before  us." 

*  Familiar  to  English  readers  as  being  given  at  length  in  Jer.  Taylor's 
Holy  Living,  p.  302. 
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by  step,  nobly  and  profoundly  supplements  the  Con- 
secration Prayer  in  this  particular,  and  in  some  degree 
accounts  for  its  brevity.  So  again,  it  will  be  well,  as 
has  been  already  said,  for  greater  fulness'  sake,  to 
supply  here  (as  time  allows)  the  old  Western  form, 
used  after  Consecration,  or  some  similar  one :  "  We 
therefore,  having  in  remembrance  the  blessed  Passion 
of  Thy  Son  our  Lord  and  God,  as  also  His  Resur- 
rection from  the  dead,  and  His  glorious  Ascension 
into  Heaven,  do  make  here,  with  these  Thy  gifts,  the 
Memorial  which  Thy  Son  hath  commanded  us  to 
make."  Let  us  also  well  remember,  pursuant  to  the 
Exhortation  before  the  "  Sursum  corda,"  and  to  the 
tenor  of  the  whole  action,  to  give  thanks  for,  as  well 
as  commemorate,  these  great  Acts.  Nor  yet  to  give 
thanks  for  them  only,  but  to  present  them,  as  our 
plea,  to  God  the  Pather.  So  shall  our  sacrifice  be,  in 
its  degree,  even  as  His,  and  bring  into  operation  on 
our  behalf  those  once-wrought  and  ever-during  mys- 
teries of  His  Death  and  Resurrection.  Even  so  did 
they,  who  of  old  brought  their  peace-offering  and 
their  burnt-offering,  effectually  present  and  plead 
thereby  the  great  Covenant  Sacrifice,  and  receive  all 
the  benefits  purchased  for  them  by  the  great  Moriah 
Sacrifice,  and  by  the  lamb  of  the  original  Passover. 

And  again,  whereas  our  prayer  truly  says  that 
"our  Lord  made  there'''  (upon  the  Cross)  "a  full, 
perfect,  and  sufficient  Sacrifice," — yet  may  we  not 
separate  in  our  conception  that  Consummation  of  the 
di*ead  Offering  by  the  Death  of  the  Divine  Victim, 
from  the  Offering  of  It  by  the  same  Divine  Person  as 
Priest.  The  Offering  at  the  Supper,  and  the  Offer- 
ing on  the  Cross,  form  together  one  great  timeless 
Transaction  of  all-prevailing  Sacrifice. 
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And  now  the  Church's  part,  as  touching  the  Offer- 
ing, is,  in  strictness,  accomplished.  In  what  follows 
— that  is,  in  the  commemoration  and  rehearsal  of  our 
Lord's  Action  at  the  Institution — it  is  properly  (as 
has  been  before  explained^)  Christ  Himself  that  acts 
and  speaks.  The  Church  assists  once  more,  as  she 
did  of  old  in  the  person  of  the  Eleven  Apostles,  at 
the  Sacrificial  Action  of  a  Divine  High-Priest.  He 
it  is  that,  as  "  on  the  same  night  that  He  was  be- 
trayed," "takes  Bread,"  and,  by  His  "giving  of 
thanks,"  offers^  it  to  God  the  Father,  and  in  so  doing 
offers  also  His  Body,  identifying,  in  a  deep  mystery, 
the  one  with  the  Other ;  and  the  Cup  in  like  manner. 
He  it  is  that  announces  the  accomplishment  and  ac- 
ceptance of  the  Sacrifice :  "  This  is  My  Body,  which 
is  evermore  being  given  (dLSofMevov)  for  you;  My 
Blood  which  is  in  a  mystery  evermore  shed  {iKxwo- 
fxevov)  for  you  and  for  many,  as  the  Blood  of  an 
everlasting''  Testament,  for  the  remission  of  sins." 
He  it  is,  lastly,  that  recalls  to  our  recollection  His 
Own  parting  injunction,  in  virtue  of  which  we  "  do" 
all  these  things,  and  offer  this  our  Memorial  Sacrifice, 
"  Do  this  in  Remembrance  of  Me." 

And  now,  when  all  this  is  accomplished,  let  us  not 
doubt  that  there  has  been  offered  for  us  and  by  us, — 
/or  us,  by  our  Head  as  Son  and  Priest ;  by  us,  as  His 
Members,  and  as  sharing  His  Sonship  and  Priest- 
hood,— a  great  and  prevailing  Sin-offering,  and  Burnt- 

'  Above,  chap.  i.  p.  194. 

y  "  Looking  up  to  heaven,  and  shewing  it  to  Thee,  His  God  and  Father, 
He  gave  thanks,  and  hallowed,  and  brake,  and  gave."    S.  Jas. 

*  Comp.  the  Western  Canon  at  Institution  :  "Tliis  is  the  Cup  of  My 
Elood,  of  the  new  and  everlasting  Testament ;  the  mystery  of  faith." 
It  jjroceeds,  less  happily,  "  wliich  shall  be  slied." 
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offering,  and  Peace-ofFering,  of  the  type  which  we 
discern  in  the  Mosaic  system,  and  redounding  to  per- 
fectly parallel,  but  infinitely  higher  benefits.  The 
great  continual  "  Sacrifice,  Oblation,  and  Satisfaction, 
once  offered,"  and  evermore  presented,  is  indeed  in 
Heaven,  and  not  here  :  even  as  the  lamb,  identified 
with  the  once-off'ered  Isaac,  lay  evermore  upon  the 
171  accessible  altar  of  the  Tabernacle.  But  our  True 
Aaron  has  come  down  from  His  lofty  sacrificial  seat 
at  the  Right  Hand  of  Power,  "  the  Right  side^  of  the 
Altar  of  Incense,"  and  has  "  accepted  at  our  hands 
that  which  we  have  brought,"  even  a  "  meat-off'ering 
and  drink-offering  unto  the  Lord  our  God,"  and  has 
presented  them  for  us.  These,  through  "  the  Eternal 
Spirit^,"  by  which  He  at  the  first  "  off'ered  Himself 
without  spot  to  God,"  He  has  made  to  be  unto  us,  by 
contact  with  His  One  Sacrifice,  His  Body  and  Blood. 
The  Things  off'ered  on  earth,  and  the  Things  off'ered 
in  Heaven,  are  now,  for  all  sacrificial  purposes,  one 
and  the  same.  "  By  the  hand  of  His  holy  angel," 
yea,  by  His  Own  Hand,  as  "  the  Angel  of  the  Cove- 
nant," He  has  caused  them  to  come  up,  according 
to  our  prayer,  "  unto  the  Divine  Majesty,"  on  the 
heavenly  Altar.  On  the  Incense  Breath  of  His 
Mighty  Intercession,  they  have  been  borne  in  to  the 

*  St.  Luke  i.  11.  The  north  or  right  side  (the  Presence  being  west- 
ward) was  the  side  of  sacrificial  power :  here  the  burnt-oiFeriags  were 
kUled,  (Lev.  i.  11) ;  here  the  Table  of  Shew-bread  placed.  The  north 
is  still  the  "  Gospel"  side,  the  side  for  "  procuring  peace  by  Jesus 
Christ ;"  stDl  the  "  side"  at  which  the  earUer  part  of  our  Office  is  ap- 
pointed to  be  said ;  and  should  this  be  held  to  extend  to  the  oblation, — 
a  point  I  do  not  feel  competent  to  offer  an  opinion  upon, — it  would  be 
analogous  to  the  offering  and  slayiag  of  the  victim  at  the  door,  as  com- 
pared with  the  actual  sacrifice  on  the  altar.  The  consecration,  from 
the  "Sursum  corda,"  should  doubtless  be  in  the  midst  of  the  Holy 
Table  or  Altar,  •>  Heb.  ix.  14. 
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Holiest  Place  :  yea,  He  Himself,  as  on  His  great  Day 
of  Atonement,  and  at  His  Glorious  Resurrection  and 
Ascension,  has,  with  His  "  holy,  pure,  spotless,  and 
immortal  Hands,"  carried  them  in  thither.  They  are 
now  even  as  that  Sacrifice,  and  represent  all  that  it 
wrought  for  us. 

And  the  resultant  of  this  is,  that  all  w^hich  that  Sa- 
crifice did  for  man  at  the  first,  is  evoked  for  our 
benefit  now.  The  Blood  of  the  dread  Sin-Offering 
for  the  whole  congregation  issued  once  freely  forth,  and 
now,  sprinkled  "seven  times,"  i.e.  ^Yith  all-cleansing 
power,  before  the  Presence,  opens  "  the  way"  into 
the  Holy  of  Holies.  Once  more  is  the  pure  Body 
laden  with  our  sins,  as  when  it  was  "  burnt  without 
the  gate,"  enduring  the  wa-ath  of  Almighty  God. — 
And  next,  the  way  thus  opened,  our  Burnt-offering 
has  been  accepted  also.  It  partakes  of  all  the  accept- 
ableness  of  the  One  Sacrifice.  Christ,  and  w-e  in 
Christ ; — such  is  our  memorial  Burnt-offering ;  how 
should  it  not  be  "  well-pleasing •="  to  God?  It  is  ''a 
whole  Burnt-sacrifice,  of  a  sweet  savour  unto  the 
Lord."  But  it  may  be  asked,  are  wc  not  already 
"  accepted  in  the  Beloved,"  in  virtue  of  our  Baptismal 
ingrafting  into  His  Body  ?  Doubtless  we  are :  but, 
besides  that  that  union  may  be  made  closer  and  closer 
still  continually,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind,  that  our 
being  is  one  of  continuousness  and  growth.  Every 
week,  and  day,  and  hour  of  that  being  needs  fresh 
dedication,  fresh  acceptance.  It  is  not  tlie  same,  but 
an  ever  new  self  that  we  bring  from  time  to  time  to 
the  altar^     Therefore  do  we,  at  the  oblation,  gather 

■=  Lev.  i.  4;  above,  p.  237.  Sec  Jer.  Taylor,  quoted  above,  vol.  i. 
p.  ]7S. 

"•  "  Now  treasures  still,  of  countless  price, 

God  will  proviile  for  sacrifice." — CiiULSTiAN  Ykar. 

]i  h 
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up  that  which  we  do  and  are,  for  presentation.  So 
were  all  Israel  grafted  indeed,  by  birth  and  circum- 
cision, into  the  mystical  sphere,  personal  and  local, 
provided  for  them.  But  the  land  brought  forth 
continually ;  there  were  ever  fresh  harvests  and  vint- 
ages, and  herds  and  flocks,  to  be  sanctified  and  ac- 
knowledged with  thanksgiving ;  an  ever  newly  realized 
and  enjoyed  estate  of  privilege  to  be  remembered  be- 
fore the  Lord  thrice  in  the  year.  And  the  Mystical 
Body  of  Christ  "  groweth"  in  like  manner,  not  only 
by  the  addition  of  new  members,  but  by  the  growth 
attained,  the  spiritual  development  realized,  by  each 
member  and  by  the  whole.  In  respect  of  this  new 
growth  it  is  that  we  are  presented  anew  continually ; 
these  fresh  spiritual  harvests  it  is,  these  victims,  feed- 
ing evermore  in  new  spiritual  pastures,  that  become 
"  the  Food  of  our  God." — But,  once  more, — such  is 
the  wonderful  variety  of  gifts  enwrapped  in  a  Divine 
and  Immortal  Sacrifice, — we  have  also  offered  herein, 
and  God  has  accepted,  a  Peace-offering.  Of  old 
time  it  was  impossible  that  the  powers  of  the  burnt 
and  peace-offering  should  really  concur  in  one  sub- 
ject. That  which  was  "  wholly"  offered  and  con- 
sumed could  not  redound  to  a  common  Feast  for 
God  and  Man.  The  eaten  gifts,  shew-bread,  pass- 
over, — though  the  one  was  reckoned  as  "  an  offering 
made  by  fire,"  and  the  other  was  "  roast  with  fire," 
— could  not  really  be  whole  offerings,  as  well  as 
peace-offerings.  But  our  Sacrifice,  though  as  a  Sin- 
offering  and  Burnt-offering  wholly  consumed,  yet 
survives  gloriously  to  be  partaken  of  as  Shew-bread, 
Passover,  and  Peace-offering^. 

'  See  above,  chap.  i.  sect.  19. 


SECT.  II.]  ORDER  FOR  HOLY  COMMUNION.  467 

Let  us  well  remember,  therefore,  while  the  Service 
proceeds,  those  things  which  the  nature  of  those  of- 
ferings requires. — It  is  a  Passover :  and  the  nature 
of  that  offering  admonishes  us  to  remember  well  our 
bitter  bondage  and  spiritual  service  to  the  Devil,  from 
which  Christ  dehvered  us.  —  It  is  Shew-bread :  as 
priests  unto  God,  and  also  as  being  in  a  great  nearness 
to  Him  in  that  Shew-bread,  let  us  with  holy  care  pre- 
sent ourselves,  now  and  all  our  life  long,  as  "Bread  of 
Presence,"  seeking  to  be  received  by  Him.  Be  we 
to  Him  in  His  House,  the  Church,  by  the  grace  of 
Christ,  as  pleasant  Food,  as  grateful  Odours ;  and,  by 
His  Spirit,  as  the  Light  of  the  Pm'e  Candlestick  in 
His  Eyes. — It  is  a  Peace-offering,  shared  awfully  be- 
tween us  and  God :  let  us  take  heed  that  God's  Por- 
tion be  such  as  He  can  accept  of.  That  Portion,  even 
ourselves  and  our  "  reasonable  service,"  let  us  by  an 
act  of  faith  lift  as  a  "  heave-offering  ^"  towards  His 
Heavenly  Table ;  let  us  see  that  as  a  "  wave-offering" 
it  cover  the  whole  breadth  and  length,  and  depth  and 
height,  of  our  being.  Let  there  be  as  of  old,  1.  All 
hounden  thanksgivings,  mental  and  material,  with  the 
"  tenth"  at  the  least,  of  our  substance,  and  liberal  dis- 
tribution to  all  needs.  2.  Performance  of  vows  made 
in  the  diiy  of  trouble.  3.  Largeness  of  heart  to  give 
"  to  our  power,  yea,  and  beyond  our  power." 

Thus  will  tlie  consideration  of  the  old  Sacrificial 
distinctions  part  for  us  into  threefold, — or,  reckoning 
in  the  shew-bread  and  the  passovcr,  the  meat-offering 
and  the  personal  sin-offering,  into  sevenfold  hues, — 
the  pure  "white  light"  of  our  Eucharistic  Offering. 
And  thus,  privileged  unutterably  "  to  give  unto  God 

'  Abovo,  cli.  i.  sect.  19. 

ii  li  2 
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of  His  Own,"  let  us  turn  to  the  yet  more  inconceiv- 
able privilege  of  receiving  of  His  Own  from  God. 

For  in  the  Holy  Communion  lies  the  consummation 
of  all.  Even  the  act  of  Offerinoj  involves  some  degree 
of  Communion,  healthful  and  sustaining  to  the  soul. 
But  the  matter  of  spiritual  life  and  death  is  suspended 
on  this,  that  we  "  eat  the  Flesh  of  the  Son  of  Man, 
and  drink  His  Blood."  The  rational  and  spiritual 
being  which  we  ofl'er  to  God  will  waste  and  die,  or, 
however,  w^ill  cease  to  have  any  capacity  or  fitness  for 
being  so  offered,  and  thus  the  whole  aim  of  life  will 
be  frustrated,  except  it  be  filled  inwardly  with  God. 
Only  as  it  is  saginatus  Deo,  can  that  fresh  growth 
made  by  a  rational  creature,  of  which  we  have  just 
been  speaking,  be  fit  for  His  Presence.  His  Divinity 
must  mingle  w^th  our  humanity  in  the  innermost 
tissues  and  recesses  of  its  being  :  and  this,  by  Divine 
law,  can  only  come  to  pass  through  sacramental 
jjarticijjafion. 

The  awful ness,  the  blessedness  of  such  participa- 
tion, there  is  the  less  need  to  dwell  on,  as  this  side  of 
the  mystery  is  done  full  justice  to  in  our  Office,  and 
has  been  admirably  set  forth  by  our  Divines.  Yet,  as 
our  Church  provides  no  public  formulae  leading  up  to 
the  Reception,  it  may  be  well  to  point  to  those  of 
old  time^  as  a  storehouse  whence  we  may  draw  for 
private  use ;  specially  the  "  prayers  of  bowing  down," 
in  the  Eastern  forms.  They  will  assist  us  in  realizing 
the  awful  yet  gracious  Presence  of  the  Great  Priest 
and  of  His  Sacrifice :  we  shall  pray  that  "  He  that 
sitteth  above  w'ith  the  Father,  and  here  unseen  is 
present  among  us,  will  by  His  Mighty  Hand  give  us 

8  As  tlie  variable  "Coramimio"  of  the  West;  but  specially  the 
Episcopal  Benedictions,  which  may  be  found  as  above,  p.  806,  note  k. 
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to  partake  of  that  most  holy  Body  and  precious 
Blood."  The  old  "  Sancta  Sanctis"  hymn  or  ex- 
clamation, with  its  short  earnest  Creed,  will  remind 
us  of  the  intense  hohness  of  the  gifts,  and  of  the  need 
of  like  holiness  for  worthy  reception,  (pp-.  373 — 375). 

The  AVORDS  OP  Administration,  inferior,  at  least 
in  the  earlier  part,  to  none  in  use  throughout  the 
Church,  will  suggest  by  their  first  clause  the  two  ideas 
of  Sacrifice  and  Communion:  "1.  The  Body... 
Which  tvas  given  for  thee ;  the  Blood  which  was  shed 
for  thee,  ...  2.  jyr^^^r^e  thy  body  and  soul."  The 
other  clause  has  at  least  the  recommendation  of  im- 
pressing anew  the  duty  of  making  a  memorial  act 
of  personal  priesthood,  when  receiving  the  Bread  or 
Cup,  in  the  apostolic  manner, — which  the  English 
Church  alone  retains, — into  the  hand:  "Take  and 
eat  this, . . .  drink  this,  ...  in  remembrance,"  &c.  This 
exhortation  may  wtII  be  responded  to  by  a  mental  act 
of  presentation  and  memorial.  And  the  closing  ex- 
hortation to  thankfulness  ("  and  be  thankful,  .  .  .  feed 
on  Him  in  thy  heart  with  thanksgiving")  is  at  any 
rate  in  full  harmony  with  the  thanlfid  spirit  which  so 
largely  marks  the  close  of  our  liturgy. 

The  media  for  expressing  that  thankfulness, — the 
Lord's  Prayer,  the  two  prayers  of  Thanksgiving 
AND  Dedication^, — all  time-honoured  instruments  for 
this  purpose  in  our  Church, — and  the  Gloria  in 
ExcELSis,  have  been  largely  dwelt  upon  in  the  course 
of  this  work,  and  especially  in  this  chapter.  The 
former  of  the  two  prayers  is  peculiarly  full  in  desiring 
acceptance  of  our  act  of  reasonable  service  just  accom- 
plished ;  joined  to  a  desire  to  abide  in  that  attitude 

''  For  the  derivation  of  these  prayers  from  the  okl  furm.s,  sec  above, 
scet.  ii.  pp.  130,  4:37. 
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towards  God.  The  latter  idea  is,  however,  far  more 
fully  rendered  in  the  second  prayer,  wliich  thus  makes 
distinct  and  beautiful  provision  for  that  continual 
dedication  of  ourselves  to  holy  living,  which  is  the 
only  true  preparation  against  the  next  high  Day  of 
Sacrifice  and  Spiritual  Feast,  be  the  same,  as  God 
shall  see  fit,  in  earth  or  in  Heaven ;  in  Shadow  and 
Sacrament  here,  or  beyond  the  veil,  and  "  fulfilled  in 
the  Kingdom  of  God."  But  it  commences,  besides, 
with  a  full  and  hearty  act  of  thanksgiving. 

Again,  putting  out  of  view  the  loss  involved  in  the 
removal  of  the  Gloria  in  Excelsis  from  its  proper  place, 
none  can  fail  to  be  alive  to  the  fitness  and  beauty  with 
which  its  mingled  strains  of  triumphant  praise  and 
reiterated  pleading,  wound  up  with  the  ascription  of 
all  honour  to  Christ,  as  ever  glorified  with  the  Father 
and  the  Holy  Ghost,  closes  up  our  great  action  of  Eu- 
charist and  Pleading,  of  Festal  Joy  and  Sacrifice. 

And  now  only  remains  that  "  the  Priest,  or  Bishop 
if  he  be  present,"  representing  the  Pastor  of  Pastors, 
Who  gave  His  Life  for  the  sheep,  dismiss  us  with  old 
Apostohc  words  of  Blessing  and  Peace.  Both  the 
"Peace"  and  the  Blessing,  be  it  borne  in  mind,  of 
old  preceded  the  reception,  and  were  understood  to 
be  imparted  by  it.  And  they  are  still  to  be  viewed 
in  closest  connection  with  it.  There  has  been  a  flow- 
ing forth  of  Christ  Himself,  through  the  channel  of 
His  Own  highest  Ordinance,  to  flood  our  souls  with 
a  "Peace  of  God  which  passeth  all  understanding." 
And  now  the  prayer  is  that  this  heavenly  Peace,  this 
divinely  given  estate  of  security  from  spiritual  evil, 
may  keejp'^, — guard,  and  maintain,  as  for  God, — "our 
hearts  and  minds  in  the  knowledge  and  love  of  Him." 

'  (ppovprja-ei,  Phil.  iv.  7. 
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Surely  these  words  carry  us  back  to  that  blissful  state 
of  ignorance  concerning  evil,  and  of  both  knowledge 
and  love  of  God,  and  to  that  fearless  and  happy 
abiding  in  His  Presence,  which  man  enjoyed  in  Para- 
dise, and  his  restoration  to  which  was  the  aim  of  all 
Sacrifice,  and  all  Communion \  They  bid  us  greatly 
believe  that  for  them  who,  through  this  Holy  Ordi- 
nance, "  are  in  Christ,  and  Christ  in  them,"  there  is  al- 
ready "  no  more  curse  ;'*  but,  instead  thereof,  restored 
and  enhanced  "knowledge,  and  love,  and  peace." — And 
then  the  Threefold  Benediction,  to  the  effect  that 
"the  Blessing  of  Father,  Son,  and  Holy  Ghost  may 
abide  with  us  always'^  points  us  on  to  a  yet  higher 
consummation.  It  will  not  always  be  the  day  of  peni- 
tential approach,  of  Access  and  Communion  through 
material  veils.  *'  The  first  heavens  and  the  first 
earth," — even  the  redeemed  and  sanctified  heavens 
and  earth, — will  pass  away  :  the  first  and  the  second 
Paradise  will  alike  be  forgotten.  They  who  "  enter  in 
through  the  gates  into  the  city,"  will "  see  no  Temple 
therein,  for  the  Lord  God  Almighty  and  the  Lamb 
are  the  Temple  of  it;"  and  "they  shall  see  His 
Face,  and  His  servants  shall  serve  Him,"  and  eat  of 
Angels'  Food  for  ever.     Amen. 

^  Above,  chap.  i.  sect.  ii.  p.  15. 
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Siiud.  bef.  Xraas. 
Christmas  Day 
1  Sund.  Christmas 

1  Sat.  Epiph. 

2  Sund.  Pent. 

2  Sund. 
Quinquagesima 

3  Sund.  Pent. 

2  Tues. 

3  Sat.    1 

4  Suud.  / 
2  Thur.  I 

5  Sund.  ( 

6  Suud. 

St.  Matt.,  Nov.  16 
6  Sat.  Pent. 
4  Mond. 
4  Thurs. 
6  Tues. 

17  Sund. 
St.  Pet.,  June  29 
11  Suud.  Pent. 
9  Wed. 
Pahn  Sund. 

14  Sund.  Pent. 
13  Sat. 

15  Sund. 
Circumcision 
4  Sat.  Lent 

16  Prid.  Pent. 

18  Sund. 
20  Tues. 

20  Sund. 

21  Sund. 

25  Sund. 
23  Tiiurs. 

30  Sat. 
29  Sund. 
9  AVed. 

26  Thurs. 

22  Sund. 
29  Sund. 
33  Sund. 

27  Thurs.) 

31  Sund.  / 

28  Mond. ) 

28  Tues.  J 

29  Thurs. 


English  Use. 


Christmas  Day 
Christmas  Eve 
Holy  Innoc. 

1  Lent 

S.  Andi-ew 

6Trin. 

Ash-Wed. 

15  Trin. 
STrin. 

3  Epiph.' 

4  Epiph. 

19  Trin. 

St.  Matt.,  Sep.  25 
24  Trin. 

3  Adv. 

S.  Matthias 

5  Epiph, 

2  Lent 
St.  Peter 

22  Trin. 
Septuagesima 
1  Adv. 

20  Trin. 

23  Trin. 
18  Trin. 

1  Epiph. 

12  Trm. 
7  Trin. 
5  Trin. 

4  Trm. 

16  Trin. 
Sexagesima 

13  Trin. 

3  Lent 

17  Trin. 

2  Trm. 

3  Trin. 

9  Trin. 

1  Trin. 

14  Trin. 
11  Trin. 

Quinquagesima 

10  Trin. 

2  Adv. 


English  Variations. 


Sar.  om.  19 

Exact  (Sar.) 

E.  om.  18,  &c. 

Exact 

E.  adds  23 

Exact 

om.  14,  15 

E.  om.  22—28 

Exact 

E.  om.  vii.  24,  &c. 

Exact  (Sar.) 

Added  1  Edw.  VI. 

Exact 

Exact 

Exact 

E.  om.  11—14 

E.  adds  25,  26 

Exact 

Exact 

Exact 

adds  21,  22 

Exact 

E.  om.  and  adds 

Exact 

Exact 

Exact  (Sar.) 

E.  om.  41 

Exact 

E.  om.  10 

E.  adds  1 

E.  omits  43—45 

Exact  (Sar.) 

Exact 

E.  adds  23,  24 

E.  adds  24—23 

Exact 

Exact 

Exact 

Exact 

Exact 

Exact 

Exact 

Exact 

E.  om.  37—40,  48 
E.  adds  25—27 
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SYSTEM  OF  GOSPELS  IN  EAST  AND  WEST. 


Gospels. 

Greek  Church. 

English  Use. 
Easl.  Mond. 

English  Fariations. 

Luke  xxiv.  12—35 

Easter  Tucs. 

E.  adds  12 

36 — end 

5  Easter 

E;ist.  Tues. 

E.  om.  49,  &c. 

Johiii.    1—17 

Easter  Day 

Christmas  Day 

E  om.  15—17 

18—28 

East.  Mond. 

4  Adv. 

E.  om.  18 

ii.    1—11 

2  Mond.  East. 

2  Epiph. 

Exact 

iii.    1—15 

1  Thurs.  East. 

TrIn.  Sund. 

Exact 

16—21 

2  Tues.  East. 

Wliit-Mond. 

Exact 

iv.  46—53 

3  Mond.  East. 

21  Trin. 

Exact 

vi.    5—14 

5  Wed.  East. 

{ 

4  Lent 
25  Trin. 

E.  adds  1—4 
Exact 

viii.  42—52 
52—59 

5  Mond.  East. 
5  Tnes.  East. 

i 

5  Lent 

E.  om.  42 — 45 

X.  16—21 

St.  Luke,  Oct.  18 

St.  Luke,  Oct.  18 

E.  has  1—7 

xiii.  1 — end 

Maund.  Thurs. 

(Sar.) 

xiv,    1—12 

6  Frid.  Easter 

SS.  Philip  &  James 

E.  adds  12—14 

15—21 

6  Sat.  Easter 

^Vhit  Sunday 

E.  adds  22,  &c. 

XV.    1—11 

Maund.  Thurs. 

St.  Mark 

12—16 

St.  Barnabas 

17— end 

SS.  Simon  and  Jude 

xvi.    2—13 

Tues.  Asc. 

{ 

1  Asc. 
4  Easter 

E.  om.  1,  4,  &c. 
E.  om.  3 

15—22 

Wed.  Asc. 

3  Easter 

E.  adds  14 

23— end 

2  Thurs.  Asc. 

5  Easter 

Exact  to  half  ver. 

xvii.  1 — end 

2  Erid.  Asc. 

Vig.  Asc. 

(Sar.) 

XX.  19—31 

Sun.  Mg.  off.  (9th) 

6  Easter 

Exact  (Sar.) 

xxi.l4 — end 

Sun.  Mg.  off.  (10th) 

St.  John  Evang. 

(Sar.)  om.  14—18 

SYSTEM  OF  EPISTLES  IN  EAST  AND  AYEST. 


Epistles. 


Rom.  vi.    3—11 
18—23 

viii.  14—21 

X.    1—10 

xii.    1  —  5 

4—14 

16 — end 

xiii.  1  —  7 


L-7) 
3—10) 


XV.     1  — 

I'Cor.  i.    3  —  9 

iv.    1  —  5 

X.    5—12 

XV.    1—11 

2Cor.  vi.    1—10 

Gal.  iv.    1  —  5 

22—26 

Epli.ii.  14-22 

iv.    1  —  7 

7—13 

V.    8—19 

vi.  10—17 

Phil.  i.    1  —  7 

ii.    5—11 

iii.    8—19 

Col.  i.    1  —  6 

iii    4—11 

12—16 

Heb.  i.    1—12 

ix.  11—14 


Greek  Church. 


East.  Eve 

4  Sund.  Pent. 

5  Sat.  [ 

5  Sund. 

7  Sat.  5  Mond. 

6  Sund. 
5  Mond. 

8  Sat.  [ 

7  Sund. 

11  Sat. 

14  Sat. 

8  Tues. 

12  Suud. 
16  Sund. 

15  Thurs. 

Sept.  23,  Jo.  Bapt. 

24  Sund.  Pen. 

25  Sund. 
1  Epiph. 

1  Mond.  Pent,      j" 

27  Sund. 

19  Mond.,  Tues. 
Nat.  B.  V.  M. 

20  Frid. 
31  Sat. 

29  Sund. 

30  Sund. 

1  Sat,  East 
5  Sund.  Fast 


English  Use. 


6  Trin. 
7Trin. 

8  Trin. 
4  Trin. 

St.  Andrew 

1  Epiph. 

2  Epiph. 

3  Epiph. 

4  Epiph. 

1  Adv. 

2  Adv. 
18  Trin. 

3  Adv. 

9  Trin. 
11  Trin. 
1  Lent 

1  Christmas 
Sept.  23,  Jo.  Bapt. 
S.  Thomas 
17  Trin. 
St.  Mark 

20  Trin. 
3  Lent 

21  Trin. 

22  Trm. 
Palm  Sunday 

23  Trin. 

24  Trin. 
Easter  Eve 

5  Epiph. 
Christmas  Day 
5  Lent 


English  Varialluns. 


Exact 

E.  om.  18 

E.  adds  12,  &c. 

E.  has  9— end 

E.  adds  15,  16 


E.  adds  11,  &c. 

E.  om.  3,  adds  5 

E.  om.  3,  9 

Exact 

E.  adds  1—4,  13 

Exact 

Exact 

E.  adds  6,  7 

(Sar.)  adds  21,  &c. 

E.  om.  14—18 

E.  om.  7 

E.  adds  14—16 

E.  om.  7,  &c. 
E.  adds  18—20 
E.  om.  and  adds 
Exact  [20, 21 

E.  om.  8,  &c.  adds 
E.  om.  and  adds 
(Sar.)  1—4 
E. adds  17 
Exact 
E.  adds  15 


COMPARISON  OF  ANCIENT  AND  REVISED  OFFICES. 


Old  English  Rite. 


Ordinary  Office. 
I  (Vs.  xcv. 
■^  <  Psalms  .     .     . 
S  (Lessons 
•g  /Canticles    .     , 
^  \  Lord's  Prayer 
c   f  Creed 


■E  (Collects,  Prayers 
lEucharistio  Office. 

Hymn,  Veni  Creator 
Litany  (Sar.,  Lent)    . 


[The  grace  of  (S.  Tierce)]   . 

[Introit] 

Prayer  for  Purity "j 
Introibo  >    .     .     • 

Lord's  Prayer       ) 
Conf.,  Absolution       .     .     . 

Kiss  of  Peace 

In  the  Name  of  Father,  &c. 

Incense 

Two  candles  on  altar      .     . 


Introit  (ter.)    .    .    .    .     . 
Kjrie  eleisons  9    .     .     . '\ 
Invocat.  between  (Fest.)   I 

[10Com.Pulp.,13th  cent.]  J 

Elements  during  the 
Gloria  in  excelsis  .     .     .     . 

J,  3, 5,7  Collect,  {Co-j 

Prophecy.  (Xtmas.    Epipb. 

Is.  ix.  Ix.) 

Epistle 

Psulm  (gradual,  &c.) 
Alleluia 

Benediction,  Incense 

Gospel 

Nicene  Creed 


Revised  English  Rite. 

Ordinary  Office. 
Ps.  xcv. 
Psalms 
Lessons 

Canticles  "^ 

Lord's  Prayer      I 
Creed  ( 

Collects,  Prayers  i 


Communion  Office. 
(Elements  present) 
Anthem  or  Hymn  ad  lib. 
Litany 

Prayer  of  S.  Chrys.     .     . 
The  grace  of     ...     . 
Introit  or  hymn  ad  lib. 
Lord's  Prayer 


Sermon 


Prayer  for  Purity 
[See  below] 


[Injunc.  Edw.  VI.] 

[Introit,  1  Edw.  VI.]  .  . 
f  Lord  have  mercy,  10  times 
J  Supplications  between,&c. 

vlO  Commandments 
[Glor.  in  excel.,  1  Edw. VI.] 
2,  3,  5  Collects  {comm°} 
[1st    Les.    Xtmas.    Epipb. 

Is.  ix.  Ix.] 
Epistlo 


Glory  be  to  Thee,  0  Lord 

Gospel 
Nicene  Creed 


Sermon 


Easteen  Paeallels. 


Syr.,  Jewish  Sabb.  Eve. 

The  East,  Ap.  Const. 

Ap.  Const.  Just.  M.  [S.  Jas.] 

The  East. 


[Rom. 
Omn.?    Syr.,  Copt.,   Moz., 

S.  Chrys.,  S.Mk.,  (3  prayers). 
S.  Chrys.  end  of  Litany. 
[S.  Chrys.  before  "  Sursum 

corda."] 
{Omn.  anc.)  Syr., Nest., Moz. 
Syr.,  Jewish. 
Omnes  (Rom.  in  sacristy.) 
S.  Jas.,  Syr.,  Moz. 
Syr.  {init.),  Moz. 
Rom.  init. 

S.Jas.,  Syr.  S.  Mark,  Ap.  Can. 
Syr.  init.,  Ap.  Can.  "  oil  for 

lamp." 
S.  Chrys.  (ter.) 
S.  Mark  (9),  S.  Chrys.  (10). 
S.  Chrys.,  S.  Mark,  prayers 

between. 
S.Chrys.,  Sund.  8  Beatitudes. 
Anc.  S.Jas.,  S.  Mark,  Chrys. 
Syr.,  Nest.,  Moz.,  Gall.  ? 

Syr. 

S.  Jas.,  Moz.,  Gall. 

Omnes. 

Syr.,  S.  Chrys. 

Syr.,  [S.  Jas.  before  Epist.] 

Rom.  only. 

Syr.,  S.  Chrys.,  al. 

Omnes. 

\_Omnes,  after  obi.  except] 

Rom.,  Armen. 
[Moz.,  after  Oblation.] 


Note.— In  these  tables,  the  dotted  lines  indicate  actual  derivation  of  the  new  from  the  old.  The 
true  order  of  the  Services  is  observed ;  except  that  features  are  occasionally  set  down  for  the  sake  of 
comparison,  vphen  they  are  included  in  brackets.    S.  signifies  Sunday.    See  vol.  i.  p.  28S. 
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477 


Old  English  Eite. 

Kiss  of  Peace  (till  A.D.  430) 
Offertory  (anc.  alms) 
Secreta3 — Oblation  .  .  . 
«' Pro  iiniv.  statu  EcclesiEe"(anc.) 
Omnipotens  asterneDeus  (Horn.) 
[Siiscipe  hanc  oblatioiiem  (anc.)] 
quum  tbi  offero  [offer-  .  .  .  . 
imus  Can.]  in  conspectu  IJivinte 
Majestatis  Tusb,  pro  .  .  .  . 
Ecclcsia  Catholica,  quam  .  .  . 
pacificare,  adunare  digneris, 
una  cum  Papa  nostro  .  .  .  ) 
et  Kege nostro  N.  (Sar.,york.)  J 
et  omnibus  ortliodoxis  :  me- .  . 
niento  omnium  circumstantium, 

memento  fdmulorum  qui  .     .     . 
pvcBcesserunt  cum  signo  fidei] 
dies  nostros  in  pace  disponas 
nos  in  elect,  grege  numerari.  Per 

Exhortation.  Seevol.i.  322. 
[See  above,  initr\ .  .  .  . 
Dominus  vobiscum.  Et  cum 
Sursum  corda.  Ilabemus  .  . 
Gratias  agamus.  Dignum  .  . 
etjnsium.  Vere  dignum .  .  . 
et  ideo  cum  Angclis  et  Arch, 
cumque  omni  miliiia  coel  st. .  . 
Sctus,  Sctus,  Sctus,  &c.  .  .  . 
Osanna  ia  Excelsis 


Revised  English  Rite. 


Te  igitur  suppliccs 

[in  spiritu  liumiiitatis  (obi.) 
animo  contrito  suscipiamur 
et  sic  fiat  sacrificium  nostrum 
ut.  .  .  .  Munda  ab  omni  inijui- 
tiamenfo  mriitis  I't  corporis 
ut  placeat  'I'ibi  Domine] 
Memento.  ...  (as  above).  Ilanc 
igitur.     Ameu. 


Quam  ohlationcm... 
Unde  et  mcmorcs,  Domine 
Christi  F.  Tui  beatce  passionis 

llostiam  puram,  sanctam 
sanctum  sacrificium  .... 


Te,  clementissimc  Pater   .  . 
Bupplicesrogauiusacpetimus 


ut  nobi.s 

Corpus  et  Sanguis  fiat  D. 

N.  .1.  C. 
Qui  juidio  (juam  pateretur 

acee]>it  pancin  ct  .  .  gratias 

ageuR 
bi'iicdixit  uc  frcgit  dcditque 
.iisciimlis  siii*,  dicois 
Aoipifc;    et    uianduc.ite    ex 

hoc  oiiiuca 


[Exhort,  to  peace,  infr.] 
Offertory  (with  alms.) 
Oblation  of  Elements 
"For  whole  state  of  Christ'.^  Ch." 
Almighty,  everlasting  God, 
accept  our  .  .  .  oblations 
which  we  ofTer 
unto  Thy  Divine 
Majesty  ...  to  inspire 
the  universal  Church 
with  .  .  .  unity  and  concord.  .  .  . 
(■Christian  kings,  specially  N., 
I  Bishops  and  Curates 
and  to  all Tny  people  give,  &c.  ... 
specially  to  this  congregation  ... 

all  in  trouble,  sorrow,  &c. 
We  bless  ...  for  all  Thy  servants 
departed  in  Thy  faith  .  .  . 
so  to  follow  their  examples  that 
we  be  partakers  of  Thy  k.    For 

J.  C. 
Exhortation  to  peace,  &c. 
Confession,  Absolution. 
Comfortable  Words  (threefold) 
Lift  up  your  hearts.     We  lift  ... 
Let  us  give  thanks.    It  is  meet 

and  right.   It  is  very  meet 

Therelore  with  Angels  and  Arch, 
and  all  the  company  of  heaven... 
Holy,  Holy,  Holy,  &c. 
Glory  be  to  Thee,  O  Lord  most 

High 
We  do  not  presume ...  in 
our  own  righteousness... 
we  are  not  worthy  ... 
Grant  us  so  to  eat,  that  our 
sinful  bodies  be  made  clean, 
our  sohIs  washed  ...  that  wo 
may  dwell  in  Him  and  He  in  us. 

Amen, 
f  Almighty   God  ...  Who    didst 
give 
Thine  only  Son  Jesus  Christ 

to  suffer  death  ... 
Who  made  by  Jlis  one  chla- 
■{      Hon 
a  full,  perfect,  PuflBcient    sa- 
crifice, &c. 
and  did  institute  a  perpetual 
tneniori/    of   that  Ilia    pre- 
cious Death. ... 
Hear  us,  O  merciful  Father, 
we    most    humbly    beseech 
Thee  .  .  that  receiving,  in 
remembrance 
of  His  Death  &nd  passion  .  . 

may  be 
partakers  of  Ilis  Body  and 

Hlood  .  . 
Who  in  the  same  night  that 

lie  was  .  . 
took    bread    and    when    .  . 

given  tiianks 
Hi-  brake  it,  aiul  gave  it  to 
Ilis  disciples,  Saying 
Take  cat .  . 


Eastern  Parallels. 

Omnes. 

Moz.  "Lauda."  [Anibros.] 
Gall.,  Moz. 

Rom.  obi.  "  Ad  util.  totius  Ec- 
[clesiee." 
S.  Mark,  after  lersanctus 


S.  James,  &c. :  sec  Benedictions, 
1  tp.  353. 


)  Omnes. 


[Moz.  "Non  nostro  prajsumcn- 
tcs."] 


S.  Cbrys.,  all  East.;  Moz. 
pridie. 
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Old  Enolish  Rite. 
lioc  est  eniiu  Corpus  meum 


Simili  modo  postq.  coenatum 
accipiens  .  .  calicem,  gratias 
iigens,  &c. 


Haec    quotiescunque  .    .  in 

menioriam 
Unde  <3l.  raemores 
Supra  qufe  .  .  (anc.  obi.) 
Supplices  te  (ditto) 
Meajeiito  .  . 
Pater  noster  .  .  (placed  here 

431) 
Pax  and  Kiss  of  peace  (ditto) 
Agnus  Dei  .  . 

Corpus  .  .  sanguis  (York) 
Conservet . . .  corpus,  animam 

(York) 
[Pater  noster,  Sar.  (sacrist.)] 

(above) 
[Accipiat  digne  Dominus  (obi.) 
hoc  sacriflcimn  laudis   .... 
pro  peccatis]  ...  sit  propitiabile 
niihiet  omnib.proquihus  obtuli. 
[quam  oblationem  ratioiialiilem 
acceptabilem  facere  digneris, 
ut  quotqu  it.  ex  hae  par  ici- 
patione,  sacrosaiictiim  Corpus ... 
sumpseiimus,  beiiedictione  coc- 
lesti  et  gratia  repleamur.  (Can.)] 
Swci'ificium  quod  indignus  ob- 
tuli, tibi  sit  aceeptubiie  ;  placeat 
tibi  obsequium  servitutis ... 
[non  sestimator  meriti, 
sed  venioe  largitor. 
Per  Chr.  D.  N.    Per  ipsum 
et  cum  ipso,  in  unitate  Sp.  S. 
est  omiiis  honor  et  gloria 
tibi  Deo  Patri  Ouinipotenti, 
per  omnia  seec.  ssecul.     Amen. 

(Can..] 
Omnipolens  seteme  Deus, 
gratias  tibi  ago,  quinie  [no.s.Syr.] 
refecisti  de  sacrati  simo  Corpore 
et  Sanguine  D.  N.  J.  C. 
[ut  corpori  mystico  merear  in- 
corporari,  ac  inter  ejus  membra 
connumeruii ;  (Sar.  orat.  de  sa- 

cram.) 
intra  quorum  cic.  sanctorumlnos 
admitte  consortium.    (Can.)] 
[Pax  tibi  et  EcclesiDB] 

Benedictio  Dei  Omnipotentis 
P.  F.et  8p.  8.  deseendat  super  vos 
et  niaueat  semper  (Epi-c.  Ben.)] 


Revised  English  Rite. 

this  is  My  Body, 

whicli  is  given  for  you: 
do  this  iu  remembrance  of 

Me. 
Likewise  after  supper  . 
He    took   the    cup,   gave"" 

thanks,  and  gave  it  to 

them,  s.aying.  Drink  &c. 

for  this  is  &c.  for  you 

and  for  many.  j 

Do  this  as  often  .  .  in  re 

membrance  &c. 
[above,  consecration]. 


[Gloria  in  excelsis,  "Lamb 

of  God,"  &e.] 
The  Body  .  .  the  Blood. 
preserve   body  and  soul 

Our  Father. 
Gloria  in  excelsis. 
O  Lord,  mercifully  accept 
this  our  sacrifice  of  praise,     .     . 
that  we  obtain  remission  of  sins, 
we  and  all  Thy  whole  Church  ; 
...here  we  offer,  ourselves  a 
reasonable . . .  sacrifice  :  that 
all  we  who  are  partakers 
of  this  holy  communion, 
may  be  fulfilled  with  Thy 
grace  and  heavenly  benediction. 
And  although  we  be  unworthy... 
to  offer  to  Thee  any  -sacrifice, 
accept  our . . .  duty  and  service ; 
not  weighuig  our  merits, 
but  paidoning  our  offences. 
Through  J.  C.  our  L.    By  whom 
and  with  whom,  in  the  unity 
of  II.  G.,  all  honour  and  glory 
be  to  Thee,  O  Father  Almighty, 
world  without  end.     Amen. 

Almighty  and  ever  living  God, 
we  thank  Thee,  that  Thou  dost 
feed  us. ..with  the  most  precious 
Body  and  Blood  of  Thy  Son  J.  C. 
that  we  are  very  members 
incorporate  in  the  mystical 
Body  of  Thy  Son, 

assist  us ...  to  continue  in 

that  lioly  fellowship. 

The  Peace  of  God,  which  pass- 

eth  iiU  imt'erstanduig... 
The  Blessing  of  God  Almighty, 
F.,  S.,  and  K.G.,  be  among.st  you 
and  remain  with  you  always. 


Easteen  Papallels. 


St.  Luke  only,  East,  'broken.' 
St.  Luke,   St.  Paul;    Moz., 
Copt.  only. 


from  S.  Matt.;  adding  "for 
you,"  St.  Luke. 

St.  PauL 


York,  Moz.,  Rouen,  Syr. 
(Rom.  custodiat). 


Lit.  S.  Marutas  Cath.  Syr. 


Copr.  S.  EasiL 
S.  Mark,  at  end. 


NOTE  ON  p.  279. 

It  has  been  abundantly  demonstrated  in  the  Introduction  to 
this  volume,  that  in  the  view  of  antiquity,  and  of  the  English 
Church,  the  consecrated  Elements  are,  in  a  profoundly  myste- 
rious but  most  true  sense,  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ ;  but 
nevertheless,  as  not  beiug  identified  with  Christ  Himself,  nor 
containing  Him  personally,  are  not  objects  of  Divine  worship. 
The  latter  part  of  this  position  has  been  of  late  years,  with  some 
variety  as  to  expressioD,  but  on  the  whole  to  the  same  effect, 
disallowed  by  some  among  us.  It  may  be  necessary,  therefore, 
to  say  a  few  words  in  vindication  of  it. 

And  I  ventm'e  to  thiuk  that  for  the  vast  majority  of  English 
Churchmen,  at  least,  no  other  condemnation  of  the  opposite  view 
will  be  needed  than  a  simple  statement  of  the  fearful  language 
— it  is  impossible  to  characterize  it  otherwise — which  the  up- 
holders of  it  have,  by  the  necessity  of  their  position,  been  diiven  to 
use.  One  of  the  most  learned  of  them,  yet  no  intentional  fautor  of 
Roman  views,  has  declared  that  he  considers  that  the  same  wor- 
ship is  due  to  the  Elements  as  to  the  Blessed  Trinity.  Another, 
writing  to  a  newspaper,  says,  "  It  is  difficult,  of  course,  for  one  to 
believe  that  yonder  piece  of  Bread  is  my  God ;  but  I  am  bound 
to  believe  it."  Another  eminent  person,  and  of  high  rank  in  the 
Church,  affirms  that  Divine  Worship  is  indeed  due  to  Christ,  as 
contained,  as  God  and  Man,  under  the  Elements ;  but  recommends 
moderation  in  offering  that  Worship;  in  which  he  considers  that 
the  continental  Churches  run  into  excess.  Excess  in  worshipping 
and  adoring  God  Almtgiity!  Surely  the  Wise  Man  gives  us 
better  counsel,  saying,  "  When  you  glorify  the  Lord,  exalt  Him 
as  much  as  you  can ;  and  when  you  exalt  Him,  put  forth  all 
your  strength,  and  be  not  weary,  for  you  can  never  go  far 
enough."  (Ecclus.  xliii.  30.)  It  is  not  meant  to  be  implied  that 
this  eminent  person  would  seriously  dispute  this  point  with  the 
son  of  Sirach.  But  he  finds  himself  in  a  position  which  obliges 
him  for  the  moment  to  do  so.  It  would  be  easy  to  add  to  these 
startling  positions.  There  is  a  difTercncc,  again,  of  opinion  as  to 
whether  the  Elements,  taken  conjointly,  are  Christ,  or  whetlier, 
according  to  the  medipcval  doctrine  invented  by  St.  Anselm,  (see 
Introd.,  p.  79,)  each  Element  contain?  Christ  entire  under  it.     It 
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is  obvious  to  remark  that,  according  to  this  latter  view,  the  two 
Elements  are,  in  nature  and  eflfect,  precisely  the  same  thing ;  and 
then  it  becomes  perfectly  unaccountable  that  our  Lord  should 
■with  BO  much  Divine  care  have  instituted  them  separately,  and 
attached  such  perfectly  distinct  titles,  conceptions,  and  effects 
to  them. 

When  grave  divines  of  the  English  Church  find  themselves 
carried  into  positions  such  as  these,  it  must  be  obvious,  even  to 
themselves,  that  there  is  a  mistake  somewhere.  Is  or  is  there  in 
reality  any  escape  from  the  admission  of  all  mediaeval  and 
Homan  eucharistic  doctrine  with  respect  to  the  Eucharist,  other- 
wise than  by  faUing  back  upon  the  truth,  that  the  Elements, 
while  they  are,  as  the  Scripture  assures  us,  the  Body  and  Blood 
of  Christ,  still  are  not,  as  the  Scriptui'e  nowhere  afiirms  they  are, 
Christ  Himself.  Indeed,  in  one  respect  the  holders  of  these  views 
are  in  a  worse  position  than  Roman  theologians.  For  these  hold 
that  the  substance  of  the  Bread  and  TVine  has  disappeared,  so 
that  there  remains  no  material  object  to  share  the  worship  offered 
to  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ.  "Whereas  the  English  DiAones 
are  bound,  by  the  faith  of  their  own  Church,  to  believe  that  the 
Bread  and  "Wine  remain  in  their  proper  substance ;  and  if  so, 
they  are  worshipping  a  creature.  Eor  if  they  attempt,  as  some 
have  done,  to  make  a  distinction  between  worshipping  the  Bread 
and  Wine,  and  worshipping  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ,  then 
they  at  once  abandon  the  very  sacramental  position  which  on 
other  occasions  they  so  earnestly  and  rightly  maintain,  viz.  that 
the  Elements  are  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ.  Thus  in  pur- 
suit of  an  inference  of  their  own,  they  go  away  from  the  plain 
assertion  of  our  Lord,  absolutely  identifying  the  Element  of 
Bread  with  His  Body,  and  are  utterly  inconsistent  with  them- 
selves. 

And  while  the  doctrine  contended  for  labours  under  these 
weighty  objections,  I  am  not  aware  that  more  than  one  objection 
has  ever  been  brought  against  the  opposite  view  upheld  in  these 
pages.  It  is  said  that  if  the  Elements  are  the  Body  and  Blood 
of  Christ,  the  doctrine  of  the  Hypostatic  Union  (or  of  the  in- 
separable conjunction,  once  for  all,  of  the  Divine  and  Human 
Natures  in  the  One  Person  of  Christ)  obliges  us  to  believe  that 
they  are  Christ  Himself:  that  otherwise  we  divide  Christ  and 
are  guilty  of  a  kind  of  Nestoriauism.  This  at  first  sight  looks 
plausible  :  but  it  will  not  bear  the  slightest  examination.     To 
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uphold  it,  is  to  press  one  mystery  to  the  utter  forgetfulness  of 
another.  The  position  is,  that  wherever  the  Body  of  Christ  is 
present,  it  must,  for  the  reason  just  stated,  be  so  present  as 
to  he  an  ohject  of  loorsliip.  This  is  the  exact  point  contended 
for.  But  the  defenders  of  it  themselves  are  not  prepared  to 
carry  it  out  to  its  legitimate  results.  Is  not,  (I  would  ask,)  is 
not  the  Church  the  Body  of  Christ  ?  and  that  in  a  most  true  and 
real  sense,  though  in  a  manner  perfectly  mysterious  to  us  ?  They 
cannot  deny  it.  "Will  they  aflfirm,  then,  that  the  Church,  as 
being  Chiist's  Body,  is  to  be  worshipped  ?  And  if  not,  why  the 
Element  of  Bread  in  the  Eucharist,  as  being  that  Body  ?  The 
truth  is,  (as  has  been  pointed  out  in  these  pages,)  that  the  Body 
of  Christ,  at  the  time  of  His  Passion  and  Kesurrection,  entered 
upon  new  phases  or  conditions,  called  mystical  or  mysterious  ; 
and  we  cannot  predicate  with  certainty  of  It  under  tliose  pliases, 
all  that  we  predicate  of  It  in  its  natural  capacity.  We  do  not 
know  enough  of  the  matter  to  draw  inferences  with  logical 
certainty,  and  can  only  rely  on  such  as  Scripture  supplies  :  and 
when  we  find  ourselves  drawn,  in  the  attempt  to  do  so,  into 
positions  at  variance  with  undeniable  truths,  we  must  recede 
from  them.  In  this  case,  the  inference  which  is  confidently 
di'awn,  and  with  much  appearance  of  trustworthiness,  in  respect 
to  the  Body  of  Christ  in  its  Eucharistic  condition,  leads,  as  wo 
have  seen,  to  fearful  doctrinal  positions,  utterly  incapable  of 
being  reconciled  with  primitive  and  English  doctrine.  It  must 
therefore,  however  plausible,  be  a  mistaken  inference,  and  should 
ex  anir/io  be  abandoned.  And  when  we  further  sec  that  the 
same  inference,  applied  to  the  kindred  subject  of  the  Church 
viewed  as  Chi-ist's  Body,  is  in  the  highest  degree  shocking  and 
monstroixs,  we  have  still  further  reason  for  abandoning  it  in  tho 
case  of  the  Eucharist. 

The  only  escape  there  is,  when  this  parallel  is  pressed  upon 
the  upholders  of  the  worship  of  the  Elements,  or  of  the  Body  of 
Christ,  in  the  Eucharist,  is  to  represent  that  the  Church  is  only 
figuratively,  not  really,  the  Body  of  Christ.  And  this  position, 
I  record  with  unfeigned  amazement  and  sorrow,  has  been 
avowed  by  the  most  eminent  and  most  universally  esteemed  of 
the  divines  in  question.  Thus,  once  more,  in  defence  of  an 
imaginary  dogma  and  a  false  inference,  is  the  whole  doctrine 
of  the  Mystical  Body — of  our  real  inherence  and  membership  in 
it — all  suund  Baptismal,  all  sound  Eucharistic  doctrine, — virtually 
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ceded,  as  a  necessity  of  his  position,  by  one  of  the  -wisest  and 
best  defenders  of  those  doctrines  hitherto.  Surely  this,  at  least, 
must  open  men's  eyes  to  the  perilous  path  they  are  treading. 

Another  question  may  be  asked.  If  the  unreceived  Elements 
demand  Divine  worship,  though  no  more  be  said  of  them  in 
Scripture  than  that  they  are  Christ's  Body  and  Blood,  must 
not  this,  a  fortiori,  be  extended  to  the  communicant,  who  re- 
ceives these  Elements,  and  who  is  further  declared  to  be — 
which  the  Elements  are  not — "one  with  Christ,  and  Chi-ist 
with  him  ?" 

'Not  is  this  all.  Already  involved,  as  we  have  seen,  as  Eng- 
lish Churchmen,  in  a  mass  of  inconsistencies,  the  more  forward 
upholders  of  this  view  are  having  recourse  to  practices  which 
flow  indeed  quite  legitimately  from  it,  but  only  betray  more 
fatally  its  incompatibility  with  plain  adherence  to  the  mind  of 
the  English  Church.  It  is  now  avowed  as  one  principal  purpose 
of  the  celebration  of  the  Holy  Eucharist,  to  be  present  simply  to 
offer  divine  worship  to  Christ  as  present  under  the  Elements : 
that  is,  as  has  been  shewn,  to  the  Elements  themselves.  One 
plain  question  may  surely  be  asked  on  this  point.  It  is  this, — 
"What  single  prayer  or  invocation  has  the  English  Church,  at  any 
rate,  provided  for  this  purpose  ?  And  if  it  be  admitted,  as  it 
must  be,  that  she  provides  nothing  of  the  land,  is  it  easy  to 
conceive  a  more  undutiful  setting  aside  of  that  which  she  pre- 
scribes, for  that  which  she  knows  nothing  of,  than  to  abstain 
from  the  Eeception  of  the  Elements  (with  the  idea  of  which  her 
whole  Office  is  pervaded)  in  order  to  the  worship  of  them,  which 
she,  for  her  part,  declares  to  be  idolatry  ?  Is  not  a  new  Prayer- 
book,  in  short,  indispensable  to  such  a  position  ? 

To  conclude.  That  Christ  is  graciously,  mysteriously,  pecu- 
liarly present  in  the  entire  rite,  even  as  He  v:as  at  the  original 
Institution,  is  indeed  to  be  most  fii-mly  held,  as  these  pages 
maintain.  But  of  Christ  included  under  the  Bread  and  Wine, 
as  He  told  us  nothing  then,  so  do  we  know  nothing  now :  and 
if  early  writers,  or  even  liturgies,  seem  on  some  few  occasions  to 
affii-m  it,  this  must  be  taken  as  the  warm  language  of  devotion, 
not  as  the  precise  utterance  of  exact  theolugy. 
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*  NOTE  01^  p.  410. 

In  Dr.  Hook's  learned  "  Lives  of  the  Arclibisliops  of  Canter- 
bury," vol.  ii.,  it  is  said  that  Thomas  a  Becket  fii'st  fixed  the 
nomenclature  of  Trinity  Sunday,  and  the  Sundays  following  it. 
I  would  still  venture  to  suppose,  that  such  a  nomenclature 
already  existed  on  the  continent,  and  was  introduced  rather 
than  invented  by  him. 
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Note,  that  E.  signifies  Hast  or  Eastern ;   W.,  West  or  Western. 


Absolittion,  in  E.  Noctnrns,  p.  103; 

in  W.  Prime,  268,  310. 
Absolutions  before  Lessons,  not  used 

in  England,  348. 
Ainoi,  wliat,  129. 
Alleluia,  in  W.  Matins,  76. 
Antiphon,  origin  of  in  E.,  120;  na- 
ture of,  121 ;  true  theory  of,  333 ; 

rejection  of  at  English  Kevision, 

and  French,  121. 
Apocrypha,  design  of  Lessons  from, 

348. 
Apostolical    Constitutions,   form   of 

Daily  Service  in,  imaginary,  78. 
Aries,   Office  of,   contains    Eastern 

features,  244. 
Armenian  Office,  the  parent  of  the 

Benedictine,  243. 
Augustine,    St.,   introduced    Gallo- 

Roman  Offices  here,  252. 

Baptism  compared  with  the  Eucha- 
rist, 181,  &c.,  214. 

Benedicite,  at  Lauds,  125,  288,  355 ; 
in  French  and  Spanish  Commu- 
nion Office,  356;  analysis  of,  ib. 

Benedictine  Offices,  contents  of,  21'2. 

Benedictions  before  Psalms  in  E., 
before  Lessons  in  W.,  113,  114; 
the  final,  379. 

Benedictus,  in  E.  Lauds,  121';  in 
W.  Lauds,  265 ;  at  Matins,  356. 

Bidding  Prayer,  in  Sarum  Use,  364. 

Canonical  Hours,  in  W.,  83 ;  in  E., 

150,  note. 
Cantate  Domino,  358. 
Canticles  in  E.  Morning  Office,  W. 

Lauds,    ]  25 ;    intention    of,    350. 

(See  Te  Doum,  Magnificat,  Bene- 
dictus, Jubilate,  &c'.) 
Capitulum,  the,  137. 
Cassian,   his    ritual    reforms,   211; 

history  of,  249. 
Cathismata,  what,  123. 
(Jhrysostom,  St.,  prayer  of,  379. 
Church,  intercessions  for  the,  in  old 

OfficfS,  372. 
Collect,  principle  of,  recognised  in 

E.   Lauds,   142;     W.   not  found 


before  Leo,  144;  derivation  of, 
145;  structure  of,  375. 

Collects  in  Daily  Office,  the  three, 
366—371. 

Compline,  E.  origin  of,  224;  theory 
of,  273;  English,  different  from 
Roman,  247. 

Confession,  in  E.  Nocturns,  W. 
Prime,  103,  310;  prefixed  to 
ordinary  Office  by  Quignon,  101; 
in  Prayer  Book,  whence  derived, 
319,  &c. 

Creed,  Apostles',  in  E.,  Sarum  Noc- 
turns, W.  Prime,  99;  position  of 
in  the  Revised  Office,  303 ;  signi- 
ficance of  in  ditto,  361. 

Atlianasian,   formerly  used 

daily  in  English  Church,  302. 

Daily  celebration,  not  primitive,  1 86 
—193. 

Deus  Misereatur,  intention  of,  360. 

Divine  Service,  an  ancient  expres- 
sion, 34,  note  a. 

Doxology  to  the  Lord's  Prayer,  E. 
form  of,  109;  peculiar  to  English 
Office,  108. 

East  and  West,  genius  of,  discrimi- 
nated, 273. 
Egypt,  Offices  of,  gave  rise  to  the 

twelve  Psalms,  and  the  Lessons, 

in  Western  Office,  250. 
English     Offices,    independent     of 

Roman,  246. 
Entrance,  the  Great  and  Little,  147, 

note  m. 
Epistle,  the,  why  before  Gospel,  139. 
Epistles,   why   read    at    Evensong, 

111,  359. 
Eucliaristic  aspect  of  Psalms,  337; 

of  Lessons,  319. 
Evening  Office  in  E.,  133—148;  in 

W.,   271—273;     in    the   Pr.iyer 

Book,  289.  300. 

Light,  Hymn  of,  1.36. 

Evensong ;  see  Evening  Office. 

P^xaposteilarion,  143. 

Exhortation  in  Daily  Oflice,  whence 

derived,  322—326. 
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French  Church ;  see  Gallican. 

Gallican    Offices,    family    of,   249 ; 

peculiarities  of,  imported  by  St. 

Augustine,  252;  usages  of,  244. 
Gloria  Patri,   in   E.   Nocturns,  90; 

iu   E.   Lauds,    112 ;    in    Revised 

Office,  afcer  each  Psalm,  as  of  old 

in  the  W.,  335. 

Hexapsalmus,  in  E.,  116 ;  in  "W.,  118. 
Historia,  or  series  of  responsories, 
126. 

Holy,  Holy,  <S:c. ;  see  Tersnnctus. 
Hours,  the  minor,  not  of  primitive 

date,  220. 
Hymns,  in  E.  and  W.,  100. 

Incarnation,  the,  all  worship  based 

upon,  169,  &c. 
Intercessory  prayers  in  Daily  Office 

derived  from  older  ones,  371. 
Invitatory,  71,  76. 
Jube,  domine,  benedicere,  meaning 

ofinE.  and  W.,  113. 
Jubilate,  a   Sunday   Lauds   Psalm, 

205;   made  a  responsive  canticle 

at  Revision,  357. 

Lauds,  E.,  112,  &c.;  W.,  264. 

Lay  priesthood ;  see  Priesthood. 

Lections,  W.  system  of,  traced  to  E. 
Odes,  125—129 ;  in  Daily  Office, 
peculiar  to  the  W.,  71,  127. 

Length  of  Prayer  for  the  Queen,  &c., 
vindicated,  375. 

Leo,  St.,  joint  author  of  Gallo- 
Roman  Office,  251. 

Lessons,  proper  conception  of,  337 ; 
length  of,  defended,  338—346; 
Proper,  theory  of,  347. 

Litany  in  E.,  102,  109;  in  the 
Prayer  Book,  378;  a  prelude  to 
Celebration,  379. 

Lord's  Prayer,  in  E.  Nocturns,  Sa- 
rum  do.,  and  in  W.  Prime,  97, 
&c.;  in  W.  CompHne,  273;  in 
Daily  Offices,  design  of,  329;  se- 
cond occurrence  of,  363. 

Lyons,  Offices  of,  akin  to  English, 
248. 

Magnificat,    E.  use   of,    112;   used 

in    the    morning,    125  ;    in    W. 

Vespers,  263;  at  Evensong,  theory 

of,  357. 
Matins,  W.,  262 ;  revised,  288. 
Memorials,  in   older  Offices,   what, 

369. 
Mesoria,  or  mid-hours,  221. 
Midnight  Office,  in  E.,  88—93. 


Milan,  Office  of,  245. 

Morning  Gospels,  in  E.,  what,  130. 

Morning  Office,  in  E.,  111—133. 

Nine  canticles  and  odes,  in  E.,  124. 

lections,  in  W.,  origin  of,  125. 

Nocturns    Office,    E.,   90;    W.,   96 

—100,    262 ;     theory    of,    263  ; 

tabular  view  of,  66,  90,  107. 
Nones  Office,   in   E.,  223;    in  W., 

270. 
Nunc  Dimittis,  in  E.,  Vespers,  134, 

141;  in  W.,  Compline,  273;    at 

Evensong,  significance  of,  358. 

Oblation  or  OSering,  the  crowning 
work  of  the  Gospel,  173,  &c.,  411, 
note  g. 

O'les,  in  E.,  what,  125. 

"  Open  Thou  our  lips,"  in  E.  and  W., 
116;  in  Daily  Office,  329. 

Ordinary  Offices,  bow  related  to  Eu- 
charistic,  203,  283 ;  linked  on  to 
Eucharistic  by  the  Collect,  367. 

Worship  primitive,  42 — 

46,  162;  universal,  235;  theory 
of,  chap.  ii.  entire;  now  extinct 
in  the  W.,  except  in  England, 
276—280. 

Peace,  Collects  for,  origin  of,  370. 
Penitential   character,    in    part,   of 

Lauds  Office,  in  E.  and  W.,  119, 

265. 
Petitions,  or  Preces,  in  Daily  Office, 

364. 
P.irtiforium,  12,  note  o,  246. 
Prsemonstratensian  Offices,  akin  to 

English,  249. 
Praise    characteristic,   in    part,    of 

Lauds,  in  E.   and  W.,  119;  the 

essence  of  ordinary  worship,  155, 

284,  374. 
Preces   said   in   Lauds   and  Prime, 

266,  268. 
Priesthood,  lay,  209. 
of  Christ,  158,  and  notes 

F,  409,  G,  410. 
Prime  Office,  derived  from  the  E.  in 

fifth   century,    220;    theory    of, 

267. 
Private  Devotions,  Revision  of,  297. 
Prokeimenon,  137. 
Psalm  cxix.,  how  used  in  E.,  91 ;  in 

W.,  262—268 ;  Psalm  li.  in  ante- 

lucan  Office,  E.  and  W.,  Ill ;   in 

old  English  Office  every  day  but 

Sunday,  265. 
Psalms,  sung  ad  libitum  in  St.  Basil's 

time,  110 ;  how  distributed  in  E. 

now.    111,   123;    combined  with 
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Lessons  in  W.  only,  70  ;  bow  used 
in  \\'.,  262  —  268;  in  Revised 
Office,  291—296,  334—337. 

Queen,  Prayer  for  the,  375 ;  order 
of  praying  for,  vindicated,  365. 

Quignou's  reformed  Breviary,  104, 
309. 

Regeneration  in  Baptism,  177 ;  a 
step  towards  presentation  in  the 
Eucharist,  173,  411,  note  G. 

Eesponsories,  126;  theory  of,  341. 

Eevised  English  Offices,  how  related 
to  older  ones,  288. 

Revision,  English,  precedents  for, 
257 ;  reasons  against  a  new,  389 
,     —392. 

Roman  corruptions  in  doctrine  and 
worship,  21,  and  note  a ;  the  Old 
Offices,  how  far  afi'ected  by  them, 
22. 

Sacraments,  the  Two,  affinity  and 
diversity  of,  174;  discriminated, 
177,  183;  both  involve  entire 
honour  to  Christ,  179 ;  are  the 
extension  of  the  Incarnation,  195. 

Sacrifice,  coeval  with  the  Fall,  172; 
purport  of,  173. 

Saturday,  a  Festival  in  the  E.,  69. 

Scripture,  prolonged  reading  of^  in 
early  days,  342 ;  long  disused  in 
the  W.,  343. 


Sentences,  prefixed  to  Daily  Office, 

whence  derived,  327. 
Sevenfold  scheme  of  service,  83. 
Sext,  or  Sixth  Hour  Office,  in  E., 

223 ;  in  W.,  270. 
Spanish  Offices,  contents  of,  244. 
Synagogue    Service,,  the    basis     of 

Christian    Ordinary    Service,   60 

—72, 

Te  Deum,  rudiments  of,  100,126,  and 
note  D  ;  analysis  of,  351^ — 355. 

Tersanctus,  in  ordinary  Office  in  E., 
102,  352. 

Thanksgiving,  General,  Eastern  pa- 
rallel to,  109 ;  design  of,  378. 

Third  Collect,  morning,  origin  of, 
222 ;  evening  ditto,  228. 

Tierce  Office,  in  E.,  222;  in  W., 
270. 

Twelve  Psalms  in  W.  Office,  origin 
of,  118;  not  used  at  Milan,  245. 

Venite,  universal  in  E.  and  W.,  72 ; 

probably  prefixed  to  Jewish  Sab- 
bath Psalms,  403,  (see  also  vol.  ii. 
p.  293);  intention  of,  in  Daily 
Office,  330. 
Vespers,  in  E.,  133—148;  in  W., 
271. 

Weekly  Communion,  the  primitive 
practice,  151,  383;  mode  of  re- 
turning to,  387. 
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Note,  that  H.  signifies  East  or  Eastern ;   W.,  West  or  Western. 


Aaeojj's    Priesthood     a     type     of 

Christ's,  176. 
Abel's  sacrifice,  nature  of,  51. 
Abridged  Communion  OiSce,  with- 
out celebration,  universal  in   E. 
and  W.,  441. 
Absolution,  nature  of,  256;  explained 
by  private  sin-offerings,  257,  &c. ; 
in  our  Office,  457. 
Acceptance  involved  in  old  sacrifices, 

54. 
Access,  prayer  of,  461. 
Adoration  of  the  Elements,  not  in 
old  English  ritual,  Introd.,  84 — 
87,  90;  disproved  from  Scripture, 
ib.,  144;  late  date  of,  ib.,  55 — 59, 
87 ;  receives  no  countenance  from 
the  old  system,  278. 
^Ifrics,  Archbishops  of  Canterbury 
and  York,  A.D.  995 — 1051,  held 
the  proper  existence  of  the  Ele- 
ments, Introd.,  82. 
Alleluia,  in  Eucharist,  343,  451. 
Altar,  used  from  the  first,  52,  68 ; 
a  single  one  enjoined  by  the  Law, 
154,  160. 
Andrewes,  Bishop,  on  the   Sacrifice 

of  Christ,  48. 
Animal  world,  accessory  to  the  Fall, 

20. 
Annihilation  of  the  Elements,  ques- 
tion of,  first  raised  in  the  eleventh 
century,    Introd.,   46 — 49;    doc- 
trine of,  first  accepted  in  the  E. 
in  1672,  ih.,  71 ;  not  afiirmed  in 
England  till  1370,  ih.,  83. 
Antidoron,  200,  note  a. 
Articles  of  1536,  eucharistic  doctrine 

of,  Introd.,  118;  the  Six,  ih. 
Atonement  made  by  Christ's  Death, 

45. 
Augustine,    St.,  on    Sacrifice,    25, 
217. 

Benedictions,  "The  grace  of,"  &c., 
nine  different  forms  of,  353  ;  Epi- 
scopal, 356  note  k,  417 ;  our 
final,  470. 

Berengarius,  doctrines  of,  Introd., 
*B— 49. 


Bethlehem,  Council  of,  in  1672,  In- 
trod., 71. 

Bidding  Prayer,  rationale  of,  333. 

Blood  of  a  covenant,  real  meaning 
of,  38  note  t,  156. 

sacrificial   powers    of,   38 — 

40 ;  the  secret  of  life,  39  note  u. 

Body  and  Blood  of  Christ,  manner 
of  Presence  of,  Introd.,  21. 

of  heathen  victims 

offered  by  means  of  bread  and 
wine,  87. 

Bread  and  Wine,  manner  of  exist- 
ence of  in  the  Eucharist,  Introd., 
23  ;  used  in  Gentile  sacrifices  to 
present  slain  offerings,  76. 

Breaking  of  bread  to  mourners,  807 ; 
sacrificial,  368. 

Britain,  evangelised  by  St.  Paul's 
companion  Aristobulus,  422 — 425. 

Burnt-offering,  the,  laws  of,  236 — 
242 ;  Christ's  Death  a,  242. 

the  continual,  appa- 
ratus of,  168 ;  powers  of,  173,  &c. 

Cain's  sacrifice,  nature  and  defects 
of,  52. 

Calvinistic  view  of  the  Eucharist, 
Introd.,  69;  why  favoured  in  Eng- 
land, ih.,  195. 

Candlestick,  golden,  rationale  of, 
201. 

Catechumenical  system,  effect  of  on 
Liturgies,  386—394. 

Christ  the  inspiring  power  of  the 
old  sacrifices,  224—228. 

Church  Militant,  Prayer  for,  deri- 
vation of  the  name,  398;  design 
of,  455. 

Clean  and  unclean,  distinction  of, 
primeval  and  sacrificial,  59 ;  foun- 
ded in  physiological  differences, 
60 ;  reality  of,  63 ;  connected  with 
the  primeval  curse,  and  done  away 
by  the  Passion,  64 — 68. 

Collect,  how  originated,  415 — 417; 

eucharistic  sense  of,  450. 
Comes  Hieronymi,  accords  with  Sa- 

rum  Use,  413. 
Comfortiibie  Words,  design  of,  358. 
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Commandiuents,  the  Ten,  an  old 
Eucharistic  feature,  Introd.,  116, 
note  e,  440. 

Communion  in  Jewish  sacrifices,  11 ; 
in  GentUe,  88. 

in  one  kind,  origin  of, 

Introd.,  79  note  z;  earliest  ap- 
pearance of,  in  1150,  ib.,  80. 

Concomitance,  doctrine  of,  invented 
by  St.  Anselm,  Introd.,  79. 

Confession,  in  Commiinion  Office, 
457. 

Consecration  of  Christ  to  His  Office, 
171. 

of    Eucharist,    theory 

of  in  the  Liturgies,  193—199; 
wrought  by  Christ  Himselfj  ib,, 
■  463;  R.  view  of,  untenable,  196; 
Eoman,  narrow  and  unsound,  364, 
369,  420 ;  English,  Apostolic  and 
correct,  196,  420. 

Controversy,  Eucharistic,  in  abey- 
ance for  1000  years,  Introd.,  7. 

Convocation,  revision  of  old  offices 
initiated  by,  Introd.,  102—110; 
Book  of  Common  Prayer,  &c.  put 
forth  by,  ib.,  111. 

Covenant,  probably  made  after  the 
Fall,  59. 

Creed,  Nicene,  its  place  in  litur- 
gies, 333 — 340 ;  originally  in  the 
plural,  340;  short,  at  reception, 
373. 

Curse,  nature  of  the,  17,  22. 

Daily  reception  not  referred  to  by 
TertuUian,  200  note  a. 

Damascene,  John,  held  that  the  Ele- 
ments remain  in  their  natural  sub- 
stance, Introd.,  35  note  z. 

Death  of  Christ,  set  forth  by  the 
Elements,  Introd.,  153;  pure  and 
voluntary,  27. 

the  state  of,  naturally  offen- 
sive to  God,  19  ;  is  the  only  means 
of  undoing  death,  24;  an  exten- 
sion of  Satan's  condition  to  man, 
31. 

Departed,  remembrance  of,  in  Eng- 
lish Office,  follows  the  earliest 
type,  456. 

Devil,  the,  fall  of,  how  related  to 
man's,  31. 

Diocesan  Uses,  English,  source  of 
variations  in,  422 — 429. 

Eastern  Churches,  as  Syrian,  Arme- 
nian, &c.,  have  never  recognised 
Transubstantiation,  Introd.,  74. 

Edward  VI.,  First  Book  oi',  by  wliom 
put  forth,  Introd.,   Ill;    Second 


Book  of,  its  eucharistic  doctrine 
ib.,  123—127. 

Egypt,  idolatry  of  Israel  in,  123. 

Elements,  worship  of.how  originated, 
Introd.,  56 ;  see  Adoration  ;  pri- 
mitive manner  of  administering, 
preserved  in  English  Church 
only,  367;  time  of  bringing  in, 
391. 

Elevation  of  the  Elements,  design 
of,  Introd.,  86,  173;  not  intro- 
duced till  the  twelfth  century, 
ib.,  87. 

Elizabeth,  Book  of,  eucharistic  posi- 
tions of,  Introd.,  135. 

Embolismus,  323. 

English  Church,  Eucharistic  history 
of,  peculiar,  Introd.,  78;  eucha- 
ristic views  of,  ib.,  212. 

Communion    Office,   varied 

history  of,  405;  Galilean  origin 
of,  407,  418 ;  peculiarities  of,  418 
—429. 

Epistles  and  Gospels,  when  first  read 
in  English,  Introd.,  116 ;  place  of, 
330,  &c. ;  our  system  of,  derived 
from  Greek  E.,  409—415;  prin- 
ciple of  selection  of,  411 ;  Roman, 
confusion  of,  414. 

St.  Paul's,  Liturgies  re- 
ferred to  in,  354. 

Ephesine  or  Pauline  family  of  litur- 
gies, peculiarities  of,  399 — 403; 
includes  Spanish,  French,  and 
English  rites,  404. 

Eucharist,  the,  a  mystery,  Introd., 
17 — 19;  its  sacrificial  character, 
ib.,  91 ;  the  Sacrament  of  Christ's 
Death,  209;  Institution  of,  based 
on  a  Jewish  household  rite,  288 — 
292  ;  and  synagogue  Sabbath-eve 
service,  293 ;  on  passovcr  and 
peace-offi'ring  ritual,  365. 

Eusebius  on  Gentile  sacrifices,  74 
note  i. 

Exhortation  at  Communion,  an  an- 
cient feature,  (see  vol.  i.  322); 
design  of,  456. 

Fall,  the  effects  of,  neutralized  by 

sacrifice,  16,  17. 
the  descent  into  Egypt  parallel 

to,  113,  120. 
Feasting,    sacrificial,    rationale    of, 

261—266. 
I'lrstborn,  ronson  of  the  destruction 

of,  129 — 134;  jjricfithood  generally 

vested  in,  130,  1-16,  ki.\;  Christ's 

Priesthood  as  Firstl>orn,  143. 
Food,  animal,  used  before  the  Flood, 

57. 
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Food  of  God,  sacrifices  so  called 
in  Scripture,  78 ;  and  in  classic 
writers,  ib.,  176 ;  the  idea  car- 
ried on  in  Eucharist,  466. 

Free-will  offeriners,  275. 

Fruit,  the  forbidden,  20. 

Fruits  of  the  earth,  channels  of  life 
and  death  to  man,  23  ;  fitness  for 
sacrifice,  22 ;  so  used  by  the  Gen- 
tiles, 81. 

Gentile  sacrifice,  in  Scripture,  in- 
stances of,  69—71. 

in  classical  authors, 

73 ;  correspondence  of  with  Mo- 
saic, ib. 

Gentiles  allowed  to  ofier  on  Jewish 
altar,  173. 

Gift,  sacrifice  of,  the  nature  of,  25, 
54,  77,  212—217 ;  what  the  gift 
consists  of,  216. 

Giving  of  thanks,  our  Lord's  Eu- 
charistic,  probably  responsive,  883. 

Gloria  in  excelsis,  314 — 320 ;  spirit 
of,  449;  misplaced  in  our  rite, 
320 ;  mode  of  using,  470. 

Greek  Church  denied  the  annihila- 
tion of  the  Elements  in  the 
eleventh  century,  Introd.,  61, 
note  i ;  and  until  the  seventeenth 
century,  ib.  71. 

Handwriting,  or  bond,  held  by  Satan, 
33 ;  how  cancelled,  34,  35,  175. 

Heave-offering,  rationale  of,  269. 

Holy  Land,  how  sanctified,  by  sacri- 
fices of  the  Patriarchs,  98—103 ; 
by  Presence  of  Christ,  104. 

Spirit  wrought  in  the  old  or- 
dinances, 176. 

Hooker,  how  far  an  upholder  of  the 
Calviuistic  view  of  the  Eucharist, 
Introd.,  202—295 ;  fallacy  of  his 
arguments,  ib.  206 — 209. 

Immolatio,  76. 

Inaugural    sacrifices    of    the   Law, 

parallel  to  the  Institution  of  the 

Eucharist,  157. 
Incense,  antiquity  of,  68,  77  note  p ; 

design  of,  178;  time  of  ofiering, 

181. 
Altar  of,  where  placed  in  the 

Tabernacle,  169  note  r;    its  exact 

function,  178 ;  carried  in  it   all 

the  powers  of  the  economy,  179 

note  r,  181. 
Indwelling  of  God  in  the  Church, 

how  signified,  204. 
Institution  of  a  Christian  man,  en- 

charistic  doctrine  of,  Introd.,  119. 


Institution  of  the  Eucharist,  position 
of  in  Christ's  Discourses,  340 — 
351,  372. 

words  of,  365—371. 

Intercession,  Christ's,  imaged  by 
the  Altar  of  Incense,  179—184; 
how  carried  on  now,  207 ;  Christ's 
Prayer  of,  376. 

Introit,  317. 

Isaac,  sacrifice  of,  a  means  of  dedi- 
cating the  land  and  family,  104 ; 
the  basis  of  the  Jewish  system, 
107,  112, 175. 

Job,  his  belief  in  a  Eedeemer,  37. 

Kinsman,  Christ  delivers  us  as  our„ 
36. 

Lanfranc,  introduced  Transubstan- 
tiatioii,  Introd.,  79. 

Lateran  Council,  Fourth,  a.d.  1215, 
afiirms  change  of  substance  in  the 
Elements,  Introd.,  61. 

Law,  Satan's  power  based  upon,  33 ; 
the  ^losaic,  adapted  to  the  fallen 
condition  of  Israel,  127 ;  analysis 
of,  152—156. 

Leaven,  why  forbidden  at  the  Pass- 
over, 137  ;  and  in  sacrifices,  65. 

Life  of  Christ,  in  what  sense  sacri- 
ficial, 47. 

of  lower  animals,  fitness  of  for 

sacrifice,  29,  218—222;  its  af- 
finity to  man's,  ib. 

Lift  up  yoiu-  hearts,  458. 

Litany,  321 ;  Western,  323 ;  plead- 
ings in,  whence,  324^329 ;  a  Eu- 
charistic  feature,  ib.  ,•  separate 
use  of,  441 ;  eucharistic  sense  of, 
447. 

Liturgies,  commonwealth  of,  In- 
trod., 50 ;  families  of,  380. 

early    dissemination    of, 

382—386. 

Eastern,  have   never  re- 


cognised the  annihilation  of  the 
Elements,  or  worship  of  them, 
Introd.,  73. 

importance  of  in  Eucha- 


ristic studies,  Introd.,  31. 
Lombard,   Peter,   does    not    affirm 

change  of  Elements,  Introd.,  76. 
Lord's  Prayer,  at  beginning  of  all 

Liturgies,  313  ;  when  inserted  in 

Roman    rite,    196  note   q,  390; 

eucharistic   sense   of,   448;    after 

reception,  whence,  428. 
Supper,  meaning  of  the  term, 

438. 
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Lutheran  view  of  the  Eucharist, 
Introd.,  68. 

Mactatio,  what,  76. 

Malachi's  prophecy  of  the  Eucharist, 
10,  188. 

Meat-offering,  laws  of,  243. 

Melchisedec,  the  function  of,  115; 
his  sacrificial  action  how  parallel 
to  Christ's,  116—118. 

Memorial,  sacrificial,  meanins^  of, 
188,  190  note  e,  192—195,  207. 

Mercy -seat,  164. 

Military,  Satan's  power  represented 
as,  33. 

Missa  Sicca,  443. 

Moral  requirements  of  the  Gospel 
exceed  those  of  the  Law,  44. 

Mosaic  system,  real  structure  of, 
commonly  misunderstood,  159 — 
162,  278;  its  reality,  and  corre- 
spondence to  the  Gospel  economy, 
162. 

Mysteries,  manner  of  holding,  In- 
trod., 11—17. 

Mystical  hody  or  sphere,  doctrine 
of  taught  to  the  Israelites,  95, 
110. 

Body  of  Christ,  Introd.,  162, 

ii.  109. 

Noah's  sacrifice  and  covenant  an 
image  of  the  Eucharist,  69. 

Non-communicating  attendance  at 
the  Eucharist,  a  late  corruption, 
Introd.,  29,  53 ;  derives  no  coun- 
tenance from  Mosaic  system,  279. 

Oblation,  in  liturgies,  what,  341,  &c. ; 
thoughts  belonging  to,  452 — 456  ; 
our  prayer  of,  395,  455 ;  devo- 
tions at,  454;  three  acts  of,  236 
note  f,  238  note  m,  239. 

Ofipring;  see  Sacrifice. 

Ordinances,  St.  Paul's  account  of  the 
old,  explained,  229—236. 

Paradise,  traces  of  sacrifice  in,  49  ; 
condition  of  man  in,  15. 

Parallel,  exact,  between  history  of 
Israel  and  of  mankind,  97,  141. 

Pascbasius,  real  nature  of  his  opi- 
nions, Introd.,  37. 

Passover,  the,  real  nature  of,  135 — 
140;  an  exact  image  of  the  Eu- 
charist and  of  man's  redemption, 
141. 

lamb,  real  powers  vested  in, 

135 ;  rules  about,  rationale  of  tlie, 
137 — 139;  in  what  sense  eaten 
by  Chri-st,  298—304. 


Peace,  giving  of,  333,  352;  when 
removed  in  W.,  356;  our  form 
of,  470. 

Peace-offering,  laws  of,  263—276; 
supreme  importance  of,  270;  Pass- 
over a  kind  of,  272 ;  the  proper 
analogue  to  the  Eucharist,  271 ; 
three  varieties  of,  274. 

Presence,  the  Divine,  divers  modes 
of,  Introd.,  156—161;  in  Para- 
dise, 15;  object  of  sacrifice,  to  fit 
man  for,  ib.,  25  ;  localised  after  the 
Fall,  51 ;  vouchsafed  to  the  Holy 
Land,  103 ;  in  the  Holiest  Place, 
163,  &c. 

of  the  Body  and  Blood  of 

Christ  in  Eucharist ;  see  Body,  &c. 

first   denied    in    twelfth 


century,  Introd.,  66. 

Presentation  of  man  in  the  old  sa- 
crifices, 54 ;  of  Israel  in  the  con- 
tinual Burnt-oflVring,  173 — 176. 

in  the  High  Priest,  176. 

Priest,  means  firstborn  or  eldest, 
150. 

Priesthood,  Gentile,  qualifications 
required  for,  89 ;  of  Christ,  as 
First-born  and  Only-begotten, 
142—145. 

Primer,  revised  editions  of,  Introd., 
105,  115. 

Primogeniture,  (see  First-born,) 
mystery  of,  142 — 145. 

Psalms,  eucharistic,  use  of,  445. 

Purity,  prayer  for,  313,  448. 

Eatramnus,  his  opinions,  Introd.,  37. 

Reception,  indispensable  to  eucha- 
ristic service,  279 ;  our  words  of, 
426,  469. 

Redemption,  theological  idea  of,  de- 
fined, 35 — 37 ;  how  imaged  in  the 
deliverance  out  of  Egypt,  120  — 
141. 

Red  heifer,  ordinance  of,  232  noto 
q,  250;  a  type  of  Clirist's  Agony, 
251,  and  of  baptism  into  His 
Death,  232. 

Reformed  bodies  on  the  Continent, 
eucharistic  errors  of,  67. 

Revision,  changes  made  at,  justified, 
432-438. 

Ritualism,  science  of  comparative, 
380. 

Roman  Communion  Office,  decay  of 
before  tlic  eleventh  century,  In- 
trod., 51 ;  altered  to  suit  new 
dogmas,  Introd.,  57. 

derivation  of  parts  of,  396  ; 

modern,  poverty  of,  355, 396,  105. 

'  decrees  us  to  the  Sacniniental 
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Presence  of  Christ,  inconsistent, 
Introd.,  65. 

Sabbath,  rationale  of  Jewish,  284, 
&c. ;  a  weekly  memorial  of  the  Ex- 
odus, 280. 

Sacrifice,  purpose  of,  defined,  15; 
the  old,  real  powers  ofj  8 ;  three 
kinds  of,  56,  218. 

in    Eucharist,   memorial, 

where  made,  433,  461 ;  the  three 
ancient  kinds  oflered  by  Christ, 
172;  perpetuated  in  Eucharist, 
463—467. 

Salvation  of  men  before  Christ,  mode 
of,  44  note  m. 

Sancta  Sanctis,  meaning  of,  Introd., 
175;  375. 

Sanctification  through  the  old  sacri- 
fices, 17,  167. 

Sarum  Breviary,  revision  of,  a.d. 
1516,  Introd.,  102;  of  Missal, 
1531,  ib.,  103. 

Scape-goat,  law  of,  252;  meaning 
of,  253,  &c. 

Schoolmen,  English,  opposed  to  doc- 
trme  of  annihilation,  Introd.,  76. 

Secretse,  what,  454  note  k. 

Serpent,  relation  of  to  all  orders  of 
animals,  21 ;  tradition  as  to  its 
spiritual  nature,  ib.  note  b. 

Service-books,  ancient  English,  re- 
vision of,  in  1516 — 1548,  Introd., 
101—109. 

Seventh  day,  observed  in  some  way 
from  the  first,  285. 

Shew-bread,  the,  design  and  powers 
of,  184—201 ;  laws  of,  185 ;  the 
most  perfect  form  of  sacrifice  and 
Communion,  186 — 188 ;  expounds 
for  us  the  Eucharist,  189 ;  and  the 
structure  of  the  Liturgies,  191, 
&c. ;  is  perpetuated  in  Eucharist, 
189,  467. 

Sin,  represented  in  Scripture  as  a 
disqualification  for  worship,  40 — 
43. 

Sin-ofiering,  laws  of,  244,  &c. ;  pv;b- 
lic,  sets  forth  Christ's  Atoning 
work,  249;  private,  corresponds 
to  absolution,  255—263. 

Statutes,  exact  meaning  of,  153. 

Sunday,  foreshadowed  as  the  great 
day  of  eucharistic  celebration, 
200;  why  so,  371. 

Sweet  savour,  in  Noah's  sacrifice, 
69  J  in  Gentile,  73,  81 ;   in  Mo- 


saic, 178;  in  Christ's,  183;  in 
Eucharist,  465. 

Tabernacle,  structure  and  arrange- 
ment of,  163—203. 

Table,  sacrifices  customarily  oflTered 
at,  as  at  an  altar,  79,  83 — 85. 

Tersanctus,  (Holy,  Holy,  Holy,)  in 
all  liturgies,  360 ;  probably  in  our 
Lord's  giving  of  thanks,  ib.;  of 
Jewish  origin,  295. 

Thanksgiving  after  reception,  de- 
rived from  old  form,  437. 

&u(rla,  derivation  of,  77  note  p. 

Transubstantiation,  more  properly 
called  Annihilation,  Introd.,  55; 
introduced  into  England  at  the 
Norman  Conquest,  ib.,  79. 

Trent,  Council  of,  affirms  the  anni- 
hilation of  the  Elements,  Introd., 
62,  146. 

Catechism  of,  concedes  the 

nutritive  powers  of  the  Elements, 
Introd.,  62.  note  m. 

Trespass-ofiering,  distinction  be- 
tween it  and  sin-ofiiering,  258 
note  i. 

Trinity,  doctrine  of  shadowed  forth 
in  Abraham,  Isaac,  and  Jacob, 
97,  104—112;  belief  in,  taught  by 
Christ  at  the  Institution,  340, 373. 

Trisagion,  what,  and  whence,  336. 

Type,  typical,  real  meaning  of,  150 
note  a. 

Union  with  Christ,  eucharistic,  465. 

Vicarious  nature  of  Christ's  Death, 

45. 
Vows,  274. 

Waldenses,  eucharistic  errors  of,  In- 
trod., 67. 

Washing  of  disciples'  feet,  equivalent 
to  absolution,  Introd.,  164,  259 
note  m. 

Wave-oflering,  rationale  of,  269. 

Wicked,  reception  by,  187,  &c. 

Wicklifie,  Eucharistic  doctrine  of, 
Introd.,  97. 

Wine,  accompanied  Shew-bread,  185 
note  r. 

Worship,  Eucharistic,  whither  di- 
rected, Introd.,  168—173 ;  281. 

Zuinglian  view  of  the  Eucharist, 
Introd.,  69. 
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